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LOBBY 


By foot and by coach to Westminster 


OVER 10,000 people are expected 


MPs in favour of nuclear disarmament on Tues- 
day, May 20, a spokesman for the Nuclear 


ment Mass Lobby Committee told 
Peace News on Tuesday. 

At 4.45 p.m. on that day a group of 
religious leaders of all denominations will 
walk from Trafalgar Square to lay on the 
Cenotaph a wreath of white flowers fash- 
ioned in the ND semaphore sign first used 
on the Aldermaston March. They will then 
proceed to the House of Commons to lead 
the lobbyists. 

During the day thou8ands of people from 
all parts of the country will converge upon 
the Houses of Parliament, 

“ They will be dressed in their regalia or 
working clothes—Mayors in their robes, 
Aldermen and Councillors with their badges 
of office, doctors and nurses in their uni- 
forms, miners with their pit lamps, teachers 
and professors in gowns and mortar boards, 


ex-servicemen will wear their decorations.” . 


‘RELAY MEETING ” 

Some will come on foot. The Mayor of 
Hackney is to lead a contingent including 
many of the Aldermen and Councillors. of 
his borough. Others will arrive by road— 


coachloads are coming from the provinces, 
Biv miden Dini charm) Cilacanwa sitohfas). and 


US Air Express 
Edition 10 cenis 


10,000 TO 


MPs 


Dr. Albert Schweitzer made this statement in the first of 


three talks broadcast 
Monday, 


to lobby their 
tests in the Pacific. 





Disarma- 


in several languages from Oslo on 


the day on which Britain started a new series of 
The full text of all three broadcasts 
appear in a special supplement in this issue of Peace News. 


“Labour and the H-bomb _ 





THE CASE OF ANEURIN BEVAN 


By Emrys Hughes M.P. 
T the London Conference called by the Labour Party for the purpose of 
explaining its policy statement ‘‘ Disarmament and Nuclear War”, Mr. 
Aneurin Bevan advanced the argument which he had used at the Brighton 
Conference, that if a Labour Government unilaterally repudiated the H-bomb 


“we would have to repudiate all the 
the H-bomb by other nations.” 


At Brighton he declared that this would 
mean a “diplomatic shambles.” 

Now as this has become one of Mr. 
Bevan’s stock arguments, let us examine it 
in a little more detail. 

A British Labour Government, we are 
told, would immediately suspend the 
nuclear tests. If what Mr. Bevan argued 
at Brighton was also put into action, pro- 
duction of the H-bomb by Britain would 
also. be suspended. ‘“ May I repeat again,” 
he said, “‘ that the suspension of tests means 
a suspension of production.” Since then 


alliances based upon the possession of 
ne 
in the postures of 1949” surely a Labour 
Government could not remain frozen in the 
postures that have resulted from the estab- 
lishment of NATO? Surely there must be 
a lot of unfreezing before we get nearer to 
disarmament and world peace ? 
Undoubtedly, if the Labour Party came 
to the decision to unilaterally abandon the 
H-bomb it would mean a big change in 
British foreign policy and our relations with 
our allies. And why not? If a Labour 
Government were not prepared to make 
fundamental changes in foreign policy, it 
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FULL TEXT OF BROADCASTS INSIDE 
Schweitzer’s new 


‘halt tests’ call 


MANKIND INSISTS THAT 
THEY STOP 


“ «\NLY those who have never been present at the 
birth of a deformed baby, never witnessed the 
whimpering shock of its mother, dare to maintain 


that the risk in going on with nuclear tests is one 
which must be taken under existing circumstances.” 


After dwelling at length on the dangers 
of radiation, Dr, Schweitzer declared: 


“Mankind is imperilled by the tests. 
Mankind insists that they stop, and has 
every right to do so. There is no time to 
lose. Even without new tests the danger 
will increase during the coming years.” 


The clean H-bomb he dismissed as 
“ window-dressing.” It was not intended 
for use, 


In his second address he pleaded for the 
acceptance of the Rapacki plan for an 
atom-free zone in Europe, 


His final address on Wednesday evening 
closed with an appeal for a new trust 
among nations, 


“Tf in our time we renounce nuclear 
arms we shall have taken the first step on 
the way to the distant goal of the end of 
all wars.” 





Quaker scientists 
to meet to-night 


B_RRTSH Quakers have stepped into the 

great debate on nuclear war by em- 
phasising the individual responsibility of 
the scientist. Tonight (Friday) the Quaker 
Scientists’ Fellowship is holding a public 
meeting in London on “The Arms Race— 
the Personal Responsibility of the Scien- 
tist.”’ 

A general invitation has been extended 
to scientists and students of science to hear 
Professor Dame Kathleen Lonsdale, FRS, 
Dr. William H. Thorpe, FRS, of Jesus 
College, Cambridge, and Norman Clarke at 
Friends’ House, Euston Road, at 7.0 p.m. 
The chairman of the meeting will be James 
Topping, and discussion will be welcomed. 
_ Information about the Quaker Scientists’ 











— alr parts Of the country witt converge upon 


the Houses of Parliament. 

“They will be dressed in their regalia or 
working clothes—Mayors in their robes, 
Aldermen and Councillors with their badges 
of office, doctors and nurses in their uni- 
forms, miners with their pit lamps, teachers 
and professors in gowns and mortar boards, 


ex-servicemen will wear their decorations.” , 


‘ RELAY MEETING ” 

Some will come on foot. The Mayor of 
Hackney is to lead a contingent including 
many of the Aldermen and Councillors of 
his borough. Others will arrive by road— 
coachloads are coming from the provinces, 
from Birmingham, Glasgow, Halifax and 
South Wales. 

After interviewing their MPs, the lobby- 
ists will go to a “relay meeting” at the 
Central Hall, Westminster, where MPs will 
be allowed to speak for three minutes and 
lobbyists for two minutes each. This 
“forum against nuclear weapons” is ex- 
pected to have a complete change of audi- 
ence of 3,000 every hour and a half from 
5.30 to 10 p.m. Then, at 10.30 p.m., the 
demonstration will conclude with a mass 
torchlight rally behind the British Museum. 


Arrested at US 


missile base 


MMON HENNACY, one of the group 

of seven pacifists protesting against 
missiles at Cap Canaveral, was arrested on 
April 13 while distributing leaflets. He was 
later released without charge and no other 
moves against leaflet distribution were 
made, 
Members of the group completed their 
three-day demonstration with a 9%4-mile 
march through Cocoa Beach, Florida, and 
Patrick Air Force Base, Canaveral’s sister 
base, where missiles are tested. 

Two of the group, Richard Fichter and 
Marjory Swann, were interviewed on the 
local radio station. 

Earlier in the demonstration Bob Luit- 
weiler, one of the group, spoke at the local 
white Methodist church, while Marjory 
Swann, also of the group, was enthusiastic- 
ally received at the local Negro churches 
and spoke to three assemblages, Some 
opposition was reported. 











The first printing of the Peace News 
Supplement “This Was Aldermaston ” 


has been sold out but the reprint is now The recent London Press Conference of the five Americans representing Non- 


available, Copies 5s, a doz., 25s, a 100, 
post free, or 6d. each plus 2d, postage 
from 3 Blackstock Rd., London, N, 4. 


“we would have to repudiate all the 
the H-bomb by other nations.” 

At Brighton he declared that this would 
mean a “diplomatic shambles.” 

Now as this has become one of Mr. 
Bevan’s stock arguments, let us examine it 
in a little more detail. 

A British Labour Government, we are 
told, would immediately suspend the 
nuclear tests. If what Mr. Bevan argued 
at Brighton was also put into action, pro- 
duction of the H-bomb by Britain would 
also be suspended. ‘“ May I repeat again,” 
he said, “ that the suspension of tests means 
a suspension of production.” Since then 
the Labour Party Executive has declared 
against rocket bases in Britain and against 
nuclear weapons for Germany before 
Summit talks, 

But NATO policy is based on the accept- 
ance of the H-bomb, the bases and nuclear 
weapons for Germany. 

So that there would have to be a show- 
down with America, anyway, and meetings 
with Mr. Dulles or President Eisenhower 
and a conference of NATO, 


If Mr. Bevan is not prepared to face 
these facts and these implications boldly, 
it would be better that he should not 
become Foreign Secretary at all. 


Big changes in foreign policy must mean 
changed attitudes. 

Are all our present alliances and treaties 
to be regarded as sacrosanct? Did the 
Labour Party after 1918 regard the Treaty 
of Versailles as binding for all time? 
During the last twenty years we have seen 
immeasurable changes in treaties and 
alliances, 

If Mr. Gaitskell was right in appealing to 
Mr. Dean Acheson “not to remain frozen 


alliances based upon the possession LOE 
eal 
in the postures of 1949” surely a Labour 
Government could not remain frozen in the 
postures that have resulted from the estab- 
lishment of NATO? Surely there must be 
a lot of unfreezing before we get nearer to 
disarmament and world peace ? 
Undoubtedly, if the Labour Party came 
to the decision to unilaterally abandon the 
H-bomb it would mean a big change in 
British foreign policy and our relations with 
our allies. And why not? If a Labour 
Government were not prepared to make 
fundamental changes in foreign policy, it 
would be merely carrying on the policy of 
Mr, Selwyn Lloyd and Mr, Duncan Sandys. 





Labour and. America 


If there were a General Election to- 
morrow and Mr, Aneurin Bevan became 
Foreign Secretary, surely it is obvious that 
even if he were to proceed to carry out the 
policy already outlined in “ Disarmament 
and Nuclear War” there would be imme- 
diate differences between this country and 
America. 

If a Labour Government were really in 
earnest in pressing forward its proposals for 
disengagement in Germany, that could not 
be done except by big and drastic changes 
in post-war treaties, 

If America says to Britain ‘“ You must 
keep your hydrogen bombs, you must have 
rocket bases in Britain, you must agree to 
nuclear weapons in Germany” as the price 
of being in NATO, then a Labour Govern- 
ment would have to choose, 


The Government of Norway has re- 
fused to have the rocket bases on its soil 
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phasising the individual responsibility of 
the scientist. Tonight (Friday) the Quaker 
Scientists’ Fellowship is holding a public 
meeting in London on “The Arms Race— 
is Personal Responsibility of the Scien- 
Sta; 

A general invitation has been extended 
to scientists and students of science to hear 
Professor Dame Kathleen Lonsdale, FRS, 
Dr. William H. Thorpe, FRS, of Jesus 
College, Cambridge, and Norman Clarke at 
Friends’ House, Euston Road, at 7.0 p.m. 
The chairman of the meeting will be James 
Topping, and discussion will be welcomed. 

Information about the Quaker Scientists’ 
Fellowship may be obtained from Norman 
ce 106 Olive Avenue, Leigh-on-Sea, 

SSEX. 





Action briefs 


Pontefract (Yorks) Campaign for Nuclear 


Disarmament Group and local Fellow- 
ship of Reconciliation members are plan- 
ning a one-day march on Whit Sunday 
starting at 10 a.m, from Featherstone 
(details from David Simpson, 1 Dor- 
chester Ave., Pontefract), 


Dover (Kent) Quakers are planning a Whit 
an pilgrimage to Canterbury Cathe- 
ral, i; 

Oxford Campaign for Nuclear Disarma- 
ment is working on its two-day march to 
the RAF H-bomber base at Brize Nor- 
ton. Rallies will be held at Oxford (Sun- 
day morning), Witney (Sunday evening) 
and at Brize Norton on Whit Monday. 
Lionel Cliffe, 32 Leckford Road, Oxford, 
will welcome offers of transport and 
other help, 





Violent Action Against Nuclear Weapons (Philadelphia), 

who are on a mission to Western Europe and the Soviet Union to urge governments and peoples to renounce nuclear weapons. This 

week they were in Berlin and Helsinki, and reached Moscow today (Friday). Left to right: Lawrence Scott, Bayard Rustin, Hugh 
Brock (Editor of Peace News chairing the Press conference), Mrs. Robert Stone, Marvin Gewirtz and Morton Ryweck. 
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People everywhere, awakening to their own strength, are joining 


THE 


Pacifists should be its core 
By ALEX COMFORT 


The full text of Alex Comfort’s address at the public rally at the close of the 2\st Annual 
General Meeting of the Peace Pledge Union on April 20. 

WHEN this organisation was founded twenty odd years ago it based itself 

on the idea of uniting those who were prepared to pledge themselves 


to a renunciation of war. 


Its aim was, quite clearly, to make that renunciation 


politically effective, as a force in domestic politics and if possible in inter- 


national affairs. 


It met with a substantial response, but 
it did not achieve its object. It could not, 
in fact, have attempted to achieve that 
object at a less auspicious time. The oppon- 
ents of pacifism generally, and non-party 
movements in particular, have exaggerated 
the successes it did achieve in mobilising 
anti-war feeling. 

We ought not to let them mislead us. 
The pacifist movement, meaning by that 

the movement of individual resistance to 
war, had its birth in the opposition of a 
few courageous people to the first world 
war—some of them are still with us today. 

That was the ideal war, if one may 
so describe it, for stopping by public 
revolt. 

It was begun by accident. It could have 
been stopped at any time by negotiation, 
without anyone having to risk the catas- 
trophic effects which are predicted — in 
modern wars—ideological determination, 
genocide or concentration camps. It cost 
Europe millions of lives, it settled nothing, 
and the futility of its outcome could have 
been, and was, predicted, 

Pacifists did not stop it—they had little 
or no sympathy from public opinion. 
Conscientious objectors might object, but 

their neighbours were uot ready. 

Our organisation did not stop the 
second world war and could not have 
been expected to. 

In the face of fascism, distaste for war, 
and disillusion with official pretensions was 
not enough, The moral and practical con- 
sequences of Hitler were clearer to the 
public while the democratic governments 
were still fostering him. 


Politically effective 
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Dr. Alex Comfort 


we are united by one thing only, the deter- 
mination to refuse to take part in war. 
That is, in fact, the key to any political 
effectiveness we may hope to exert. 

If we wish to see how and why we can 
exert it today, we should, I think, look 
more closely at ‘the place we nave come 
to occupy in English political life. 

The pacifist movement is an established 
feature of English society. It receives, on 
occasion, acknowledgments of respect from 
the Establiskment. 

If we don’t look out, we shall be the 
first Life Peers. The trouble is that to 
some extent we have. become. part of 





suggestion, if anyone talks of the need to 
stress the full moral consequences of an 
act of choice, let him remember that there 
is no power today, in any quarter of the 
world, which could raise an effective mili- 
tary force without coercion. 

The people whom it is necessary to 
coerce are not articulate—they are empirics 
whose recognition of moral issues is more 
evident in deeds and concrete choices than 
in statements to tribunals, 

They are slow, and rightly slow, to 
accept absolutes and statements about ail 
force, all violence, all war. 

They are readier, and it is, I must own, 
an attitude better in keeping with modern 
philosophy, to see the implications of this 
force, this violence, this war—or even of 
some single and particularly atrocious act 
in it. 


Chance of leadership 





And they are easily talked down, To 
the political gramophone justifying what- 
ever beastliness is then on sale, and to the 
pacifist who tries to approach them in 
general terms, they reply equally ‘‘ Perhaps 
you're right, but .. . 

Their social judgment is generally as 
good as the pacifists, and less arrogant. 

Yet whenever they reach the point of 
jibbing at some new increment in 
atrocity, and the Government is engaged 
in arguing that the difference is only one 
of kind—that the saturation raid is really 
no more evil than the rifle, that those 
who are uneasy about napalm should 
recognise how long the firebrand has been 
a weapon of war, and so on, the Estab- 
lishment has always been able to rely on 
voices among the pacifists to support 
them in that, argument, and to drive 
back into their holes the consciences 
which had just begun to emerge. 

I don’t wonder that Mr. Macmillan 
respects our point of view. He does. not 
fear a thousand articulate objectors, who 
talk, so much as one inarticulate 
mutineer, who may, not object to all wars, 


abstractly considered, but who acts, or. 


refuses to act, 
1 don’t very much want the respect of 
authority. I am not sure that I would not 
rather say with the Roman tyrant Oderint 
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REBELLION AGAINST SUICIDE 


the difference. To that plain issue the 
public is responding. 

We should not be confusing it or cant- 
ing at it. We should be leading it and 
instigating it, 

In point of fact we are doing so. We may 
at the same time be finding our own souls, 
in contacts with people outside the mutual 
admiration society. 

We have nothing to be ashamed of in 
our record of protest against nuclear arms— 
Stuart Morris and his friends marched to 
Aldermaston long since, with much less 
public approbation and support. 

The marchers and protestors of today 
have conscientious objectors at their head, 
as often as not, side by side, with ex- 
servicemen. 


We can take our proper position as the 


hard core, with, not apart from, our neigh- 
bours. 

The pacifist tradition of civil non-violence 
may have much to contribute to this 
campaign, for with the attempts of politi- 
cal parties to capture, stifle or shunt the 
agitation for their own private ends, the 
need will become increasingly pressing for 
a means by which ordinary folk can 
express their resistance, not only their dis- 


approval, within the framework of be- 
haviour which is traditional to | this 
country, 


In civil Meghenbetioe they may be able 
_ to find those means; 

The Government will work very hard 
to divide us. It will try very hard to 
restore the argument to the point at 
which it will or on traditional paci- 
fist lines. 

We see the evecare of the United 
States seeking its clean bomb, and even 
talking about making it available to the 
Russians, so that we can go back to the 
good old days of conventional war, when 
you could massacre substantial sections of 


the human race without destroying the 


whole of it. 


Men against inhumanity 
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I don’t think they will succeed, For we 
have been right in demanding an end to 
all war. There can be no going back, 

Let the unconscientious objector once 
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Pacifists did not stop it--they had nthe 
or no sympathy from public opinion. 
Conscientious objectors might object, but 

their neighbours were mot ready. 

Our organisation did not stop the 
second world war and could not have 
been expected to. 

In the face of fascism, distaste for war, 
and disillusion with official pretensions was 
not enough, The moral and practical con- 
sequences of Hitler were clearer to the 
public while the democratic governments 
were still fostering him, 


Politically effective 
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The convinced and articulate anti-fascist 
‘knew very well, even as he fought, that 
the pretentions of the Allies were fraudu- 
lent, and that the leadership cared nothing 
for human freedom or international justice. 
' He fought to defend the bad against the 
worse. 

Only the absolutist, whether saint or 
bigot, was likely to stand aside in good 
heart, until the competition in beastliness 
reached its lowest point at Belsen and at 
Hiroshima—and some not even then, 

Today, we find ourselves in a situation 
which has never existed before. 

Public opinion in the democracies is 
probably not much more ready than in 
the past to accept a theoretical pacifism 
based on non-violence, whether that theory 
be religious, psychological or magical, 

But it is becoming ready to accept the 
‘conclusions. which led us to form this orga- 
nisation. 

It is moving towards the same 
readiness, to withhold its support from 
war. Since that readiness is the sole 
written basis of this organisation, we 
have today the chance to become politi- 
cally’ effective. That is a new situation. 


In forty odd years of agitation, pacifists — 


have done a good deal. They have helped 
to form a climate of anti-war opinion ; 
though it might be true to say they owe 
their existence to a climate of opinion 
which was forming for other reasons, 

The courage of the 1914 objectors 
secured the recognition of the right of 
objection; that was an achievement at the 
time, but it is not an unmixed blessing. 
At no time has the pacifist movement in 
this country yet succeeded in moving any 
large body of public opinion, or in becom- 
ing a politically effective force in its own 
right. 

Some have always wanted to remedy 
that situation by drawing up quasi-political 
programmes, That, I think, is a mistake— 


we are united by one thing only, the deter- 
mination to refuse to take part in war. 
That is, in fact, the key to any political 
effectiveness we may hope to exert. 

If we wish to see how and why we can 
exert it today, we should, I think, look 
more closely at ‘the place we nave come 
to occupy in English political life. 

The pacifist movement is an established 
feature of English society. It receives, on 
occasion, acknowledgments of respect from 
the Establishment. 

If we don’t look out, we shall be the 
first Life Peers. The trouble is that to 
some extent we have. become. part of 
the Establishment. We have become its 
insurance policy against an_ effective 
public resistance to war. 

The only thing which is of greater politi- 
cal value to a government than absence 
of opposition is the existence of an oppo- 
sition it knows it can control, a bag into 
which dangerous public tendencies can be 
diverted, and within which they can expend 
their energy in ways which endanger no- 
body. 

Our failure as a movement has lain, 
insofar as it was our fault, not in our 
adherence to principle or our rejection 
of violence, but in our failure to extend 
support to ‘those people and those ten- 
dencies which governments fear far more 
than they fear the opposition of articulate 
individuals—to the unconscientious ob- 
jectors. 

The game has been cleverly played to 
Separate us from them. 

It is they whom: the system of tribunals 
and tests of. conscience is designed, to deter 
and confuse. 


Motives 
PIP y 

In our very eagerness to secure the right 
of objection, we have helped the authorities 
to convert a right, common to all, whether 
they can argue -their case or not, into a 
privilege of the articulate and the plausible. 

Whenever we have drawn a distinction 
between the man who refuses to fight from 
pure motives, and the man who deserts 
because he is a poor type, inarticulate in 
his hatred of war and regimentation, and 
able only to see such issues as his own 
unwillingness to die, or to leave his wife 
and family when the order passes—when- 
ever we have drawn this distinction, we 
have provided the nether millstone of self- 
righteousness against which that man has 
been ground. 

Our motives are no purer than his. 

And if anyone shakes his head at this 


lishment has always been able to rely on 
voices among the pacifists to support 
them in that argument, and to drive 
back into their holes the consciences 
which had just begun to emerge. 

I don’t wonder that Mr. Macmillan 
respects our point of view. He does. not 
fear a thousand articulate objectors, who 
talk, so much as one_ inarticulate 
mutineer, who may. not object to all wars, 


abstractly considered, but who acts, or. 


refuses to act, 

I don’t very much want the respect of 
authority. I am not sure that I would not 
rather say with the Roman tyrant, Oderint 
dum metuant. 

But public opinion has begun to move. 

It has done so in the first place largely 
without us, but having done so, the gap 
which has been so assiduously opened be- 
tween pacifists and their neighbours is be- 
ginning to close, 

We have today a greater chance of 
leadership and of political significance than 
ever before and I believe we are taking 
it to the full, 


Nuclear war 





This has teen brought about by the 
issue of nuclear weapons, The thread of 
extending !unacy and atrocity in war which 
led from Passchendael to Guernica and 
from Guernica to Rotterdam and Berlin 
and Tokyo, and finally Hiroshima and 
Nagasaki, thot thread has. snapped. 

The public can be jollied along no fur- 
ther: all the sophistry about drawing the 
line, all the dishonest quibbling of tribunal 
members at the expense of adolescents 
whose consciences were worth ten times 
those of their interrogators, have been 
blown away by an issue which is both 
identical—the issue of total war—and 
different in. kind, 

Increasing numbers of people who may 
not know whether one is justified morally 
in knocking down a burglar, or even in 
fighting a war, know that the line has been 
passed, wherever it may be situated. 

The. voices of the political sheepdogs 
posing their either/or between total 
atrocity and total non-violence still find a 
dutiful pacifist echo, but in this case the 
echo and the proposition are demonstrably 
false, 

The difference is clear and evident to 
all except the hardiest of the echoers, and 
the egregious Mr. Angus Maude, MP. 

We must abolish all war as a matter of 
human duty. We must abolish nuclear war 
as a matter of human survival. That is 


States seeking its clean bomb, and even 


talking about making it available to the 


Russians, so that we can go back to the — 


good old days of conventional war, when 
you could massacre substantial sections of 
the human race without destroying the 
whole of it. 


Men against inhumanity 
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I don’t think they will succeed, For we 
have been right in demanding an end to 
all war. There can be no going back, 

Let the unconscientious objector once 
realise the power in his hands, Everyone 

_ is sick of acquiescence in policies he 
knows in his heart to be vile. Let him 
experience his own ability to refuse. Let 
him act for once with others upon an 
issue of principle. 

Let the illusion of individual power- 
lessness, in which he has so long been 
encouraged, break down, and other things 
besides H-bombs will be removed from 
our public life. 

The rebellion against nuclear suicide is 
part of a far wider struggle, of men against 
inhumanity, not war only—East and West, 
in Russia and Hungary as well as in 
England and America, everywhere that 
ordinary people are attempting to control 
the abuse of government. ! 

That rebellion must spread, 

Every victory of public resistance to in- 
humane policies is a victory not. for.a side, 
but for man. 

It is a. rebellion of most of the things 
best worth defending in this country and 
in all countries, 

Once already we have seen public opinion 
reach’ over the shoulder of the political 


leadership, Right and Left—at Suez—upon 


a moral issue. 

It didn’t know its own strength, 
learning. i 
It is not only young men who are angry. 

People are sick of the easy speeches which 
comfort cruel men. They have come to 
realise that there is no mystique in our 
policies. 

When those policies appear contemptible 
and blind, they are in fact contemptible 
and blind. 

When political leaders appear cruel, un- 
truthful and foolhardy, they are exactly 
what they appear to be—cruel, untruthful 
and foolhardy. 


It is 


And the anger is more than anger against — 


nuclear weapons, against the transparent 
bad faith of international affairs, at the 
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FROM ALDERMASTON TO PARIS 


By our Special Correspondent 
“TPHE traditional hostility between our two countries has lost its force and 


meaning in the situation created 
‘Pastor Niemdller told an audience of 
week. 


He was speaking at a meeting organised 
by the Movement de la Paix, the French 
section of the World Peace Council, to pro- 
test against atomic and H-bombs and the 
establishment of rocket bases on French 
soil. Pastor Nieméller was one of eleven 
speakers from several countries, including 
Michael Randle, of the Aldermaston March 
Committee. 


Pastor Niemdller appealed to French 
people to make the strongest possible pro- 
test against the establishment of the bases. 
“Tf you do not,” he warned, “you are 
digging your own graves.” 


We blamed Hitler and his accomplices 
for using men as guinea pigs and robbing 
them of all human dignity. Were we now 
prepared to follow his example ? 


“ Friends, brothers and sisters, let us use 
the time that is left to us to cry out our 
protest. We desire the brotherhood of 
man. It is the only way in which we can 
prove that we are truly human.” 

The first speaker of the evening was 
Prof. Aage Berthelesen from Denmark. 

He said it was up to the smaller coun- 
tries to be the spokesmen for sanity and 
common sense. 


There were cheers when he reported how 
Denmark had refused to accept rocket 
bases on her territory. 


Professor Berthelesen then went on to 
speak of Gandhi: 

“TI believe that if the nations are to find 
a way out of the present impasse they 
would do well to study the methods of 
Gandhi and to seek ways of applying the 
principles of non-violence to their own 
situations.” 

Afterwards Prof. Berthelesen told your 
reporter that his interest in Gandhi re- 
sulted from a meeting with Einstein several 
‘years ago. Since then he had read many 
books on. the subject and was particularly 
influenced by “ Gandhi’s Political Ethics ” 
(in Norwegian), by Prof. Arne Naess and 
Johan Galtung. He is himself now en- 
gaged in writing a book on non-violence. 

The next speaker was Pastor James Endi- 
cott, president of the Canadian section of 


by the existence of nuclear weapons,” 
5,000 Parisians here on Thursday last 


described a recent visit to Hiroshima. He 
had witnessed, he said, many tragic spec- 
tacles but never had he been so completely 
stunned and overcome as during his visit 
to Hiroshima 12 years after’ the dropping 
of the bomb. ~ 


The evil effects of even concentration 
camps had limitations in time, but the evil 
effects of this bomb were still being felt. 


He insisted that the responsibility for its 
use was not borne by America alone: 


Churchill and Stalin, he alleged had 
been consulted at Potsdam and agreed 
to its use. There were interruptions from 
the floor when he made this point and 


again when he said that the Japanese 

were already seeking a cease-fire when 

the bomb was dropped. 

Yoshiko Muroto,' a survivor of Hiro- 
shima who had been badly burnt, was given 
a great ovation. She spoke of the terrible 
day when her beloved city was destroyed. 

The last speaker was Emmanuel d’Astier, 
president of the Movement de la Paix. He 
summed up the purposes of the meeting 
and spoke of steps being taken to advance 
the campaign. in France. 

In spite of the size of the meeting and 
the presence of Pastor Niemdller the Press 
here in Paris has almost completely ignored 
the protest. Only /’Humanité, the Com- 
munist paper, and Liberation, the Socialist 
daily, have given full reports. 


It appears, however, that the Alder- 
maston démonstration was well reported in 
the papers here in Paris, and has really 
caught the imagination of the people. 





THE FACTS ABOUT 


That cup of tea with Adenauer 
EMBASSY VIGILLERS TELL THEIR STORY 


HE Kensington and Chelsea group 
of the Campaign for Nuclear Dis- 
armament held a 24-hour protest-vigil 
outside the West German Embassy 
‘rom noon April 17 to noon April 18 
during Dr. Adenauer’s visit to London. 


The vigil proceeded according to plan 
with between four and 24 persons on each 
of the four-hour shifts. 


Teachers, students, an author, an agricul- 
tural economist, a potter, a pianist, and an 
apartment » house owner were among the 
“ vigillers.” Most of them were Alder- 
maston marchers. 


They carried posters in German and 
English: “No American, Russian, British 
or German nuclear weapons” and “ No 
nuclear weapons for Eisenhower, Khrush- 
choy, Macmillan, Adenauer.” 


Representatives of the group met briefly 
with West German Chancellor Dr. 
Adenauer. 


Before the vigil the Kensington and 
Chelsea Group wrote to the West German 
Ambassador that although the vigil was in 
protest specifically against the arming of 
West Germany with atomic weapons, they 
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unsuccessful all endeavours to get atomic 
death out of the world. 


The vigillers discussed the statement with 
Dr. Ritter over tea. They explained their 
view on the danger of the spread of nuclear 
weapons to still more countries. 


Mr. Austen told Peace News: “We ex- 
plained that the Campaign for Nuclear 
Disarmament stood for unilateral action 
on disarmament and was opposed to the 
supplying of nuclear weapons to West 
Germany. ; 


“The Minister expressed his opinion that 
unless the Summit Conference settled the 
problem of nuclear weapons, which all 
hoped it would, then if NATO wished it, 
the Federal [German] Government would 
be obliged to accept nuclear arms. 


“So, although everybody was so kind, 
and the tea was excellent, there was cer- 
tainly not all-round agreement.” 


Two other vigillers, Mrs. Joan Robinson 
(Sec. of the Kensington and Chelsea 
Group) and Mr. George Hay (a Committee 
member), later also had a similar discus- 
sion with Embassy officials. 


PRESS ATTENTION 
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The fruits of inspiration 


QpuR sales are moving 
The 


up, but not quickly 
enough to enable us to 


cover our running ex- 
Pp N penses which are always 
i é higher at times. when 
Peace News is able to 
F und make a_ stronger-than- 
usual impact on the 

country. 





Because of the deficit last year we cannot 
feel the full benefit of our price increase 
unti] about next September. Between now 
and then we must raise over £1,500 either 
through gifts or by loans, 


We are working at top pressure, produc- 
ing the best paper possible. In recent weeks 
we have also provided office services to the 
organisers of the Aldermaston March and 
to the American group taking their H-bomb 
protest to the British, French, German and 
Soviet Governments; given leadership and 
information to groups wishing to experi- 
ment with non-violent techniques; and kept 
in close touch with activities overseas, 


At a recent Press conference Lawrence 
Scott, of the USA, recalled that the inspira- 
tion for the sailing of the Golden Rule and 
the demonstrations in the Nevada atom 
testing area came from Peace News reports 
of activities in Britain. 


Peace News, Aldermaston, the Golden 
Rule, Nevada—al] the fruits of the Peace 
News Fund which keeps our organisation 
alive. 


Today our Peace News fund is danger- 
ously low and we are anxious about the 
future, 


We urgently appeal for your help this 
week: now, at a time when we can use 
what resources we have in effectively influ- 
encing public opinion. Send something to- 
day to Peace News, 3 Blackstock Road, 
London, N.4. : 
THE EDITOR. 

Contributions received during the past 
two weeks (including US $75) £52 19s. 6d. 


Total since Feb, 1 £315 4s, 4d, 
Anonymous contributions: E. M. T. £1. 
Still needed £1,685, 

Please make cheques, etc., payable to 
Peace News Ltd., and address them te Lady 
Clare Annesley, Joint Treasurer, Peace 
News, 3 Blackstock Road, Lendon, NA. 


Special postal offer 
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“YJ believe that if the nations are to find 


a way out of the present impasse they 
would do well to study the methods of 
Gandhi and to seek ways of applying the 
principles of non-violence to their own 
situations.” 


Afterwards Prof. Berthelesen told your 
reporter that his interest in Gandhi re- 
sulted from a meeting with Einstein several 
‘years ago. Since then he had read many 
books on.the subject and was particularly 
influenced by ‘“ Gandhi’s Political Ethics ” 
(in Norwegian), by Prof. Arne Naess and 
Johan Galtung. He is himself now en- 
gaged in writing a book on non-violence. 

The next speaker was Pastor James Endi- 
cott, president of the Canadian section of 
the World Peace Movement. He expressed 
the support of those working for peace in 
Canada for their French colleagues. 


Ovation for marcher 


When it was announced that the next 
speaker, Michael Randle, was represent- 
ing the Aldermaston marchers, the whole 
assembly rose to its feet and clapped and 
stamped and cheered. It was some 
minutes before the speaker could com- 
mence his address, 

He outlined briefly the ideals and aims 
of the march. “ We object to all nuclear 
weapons,” he said, ““ whether owned by 
Britain, the USA or USSR.” 

But as British people the marchers felt 
a particular responsibility for the actions of 
their own government. That was why they 
were demanding a British initiative in 
abandoning these frightful weapons. 

“No circumstances could possibly justify 
their use,” he continued. “To use them 
would be to commit a crime far more 
terrible than the worst crimes of Hitler or 
Stalin.” 


Hiroshima 


Michael Randle then went on to describe 
the march itself, which, he said, might well 
prove to be one of the most important 
marches in British history, marking the be- 
ginning of a movement towards sanity. 
Amid applause he concluded: “I am my- 
self a conscientious objector to all war. 

“But today at the international level war 
has ceased to exist. It is a question now 
of the destruction of humanity itself. 
Everyone ought to be a conscientious 
objector to that.” 

Numerous other speakers followed, in- 
cluding Senator Hammon, Pandit Malviya 
from India, and Bonoit Frachon, general 
secretary of the CGT (Confederation 
Generale du Travail). 

There was a profound silence when an- 
other speaker, Michel Droit, a journalist, 


apartment house owner were among the 
*vigillers.”” Most of them were Alder- 
maston marchers. 


They carried posters in German and 
English: “No American, Russian, British 
or German nuclear weapons” and “ No 
nuclear weapons for Eisenhower, Khrush- 
choy, Macmillan, Adenauer.” 


Representatives of the group met briefly 
with West German Chancellor Dr. 
Adenauer, 


Before the vigil the Kensington and 
Chelsea Group wrote to the West German 
Ambassador that although the vigil was in 
protest specifically against the arming of 
West Germany with atomic weapons, they 
were also against nuclear weapons every- 
where. 

Mr. Eric Austen, Chairman of the Ken- 
sington and Chelsea group of the Cam- 
paign for Nuclear Disarmament, told Peace 
News last week that the Press reports of 
the meeting with Dr. Adenauer had not 
been entirely accurate. 


On the first day a messenger from the 
Embassy told the vigillers that Chancellor 
Adenauer requested that a deputation from 
the vigil come to the Embassy. 


When the deputation, consisting of Mr. 
Austen and Mr. John Prescott—minus their 
posters—entered, they were told Dr. 
Adenauer wished to meet them. 


STATEMENT 


In a few seconds Dr. Adenauer and his 
party approached the deputation, shook 
hands and said, “We agree with you. We 
are of the same opinion as you.” “TI quite 
agree,” said Dr. Adenauer. 


The German officials, on their way to an 
appointment, could not stay to say with 
what precisely they agreed. 


After the Chancellor and his party had 
left, the Deputy of the Ambassador, Dr. 
J. S. Ritter, invited the vigillers to a dis- 
cussion. He said that Dr. Adenauer had 
asked him to read them a statement. 


The statement read: ‘In the Cabinet 
meeting of April 14 the Federal [German] 
Government once again confirmed their 
policy that nuclear weapons should be 
abolished in all countries by way of con- 
trolled disarmament. 


“This is the only promising means to 
get atomic death out of the world. The 
Federal Government will also energetic- 
ally try to make this standpoint prevail 
at the Summit Conference. 


“Unilateral advance concessions in the 
field of disarmament are apt to render 
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“The Minister expressed his opinion that 
unless the Summit Conference settled the 
problem of nuclear weapons, which all 
hoped it would, then if NATO wished it, 
the Federal [German] Government would 
be obliged to accept nuclear arms. 


“So, although everybody was so kind, 
and the tea was excellent, there was cer- 
tainly not all-round agreement.” 


Two other vigillers, Mrs. Joan Robinson 
(Sec. of the Kensington and Chelsea 
Group) and Mr. George Hay (a Committee 
member), later also had a similar discus- 
sion with Embassy officials, — 


PRESS ATTENTION 


The vigillers were at, all times treated 
with consideration by the police. Apart 
from a few cat-calls from passing cars and 
a strong attempt by a car-load of bowler- 
hatted young men to engage the vigillers 
in argument, the vigil was not unduly dis- 
turbed. 


Passers-by looked curiously at 
posters, particularly those in Garman, 


The advance letter notifying the Em- 
bassy of the planned vigil is understood 
by the Chairman of the group to have 
caused some consternation and a rapid ex- 


change of correspondence between London 
and Bonn. 


The West German flag, he was told, had 
been hoisted on April 17 at the Embassy 
with some diffidence. Embassy officials 
were relieved, however, when they saw the 
orderly vigil and the slogans. on the posters. 


The vigillers were surprised by the 
amount of Press attention they received, 
not only in Britain but also in Germany 
and the US. The posters were frequently 
photographed and filmed. 


The vigillers felt, said one of their 
spokesmen, that although it was not a large 
affair, had been organised at short notice 
and was manned only by local group mem- 
bers, it was successful in achieving _ its 
objective. 


the 


That objective was to draw attention in 
Germany and Britain to the Opposition in 
Britain to the nuclear armament of Ger- 
many and to show that the group opposed 
nuclear weapons everywhere else as well. 





The Pacifist Socialist Party of Holland, 
founded in January 1957, will enter can- 
didates for the municipal elections on 
‘May 28 in 24 municipalities, including 
Amsterdam, The Hague, Groningen, 
Utrecht, Haarlem and Zwolle. 
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encing public opinion. Send something to- ' 
day to Peace News, 3 Blackstock Road, 
London, N.4. ‘ 
THE EDITOR. 

Contributions received during the past 
two weeks (including US $75) £52 19s. 6d. 

Total since Feb, 1 £315 4s, 4d, 
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Malta and Aden 


"P}HOUGH it is not apparent on the sur- 

face, there is a direct connection be- 
tween the British Government’s difficulties 
with Malta and the troubles in the Aden 
Protectorate. In both cases, as an Air 
Force expert's BBC broadcast last Friday 
made plain, military considerations have a 
great deal to do with the issues: both places 
are looked upon as vital for refuelling, re- 
pairing and supporting bases for Britain’s 
air contribution to the Bagdad Pact and 
SEATO. 

There is no space in this foreshortened 
comment to go fully into both situations, 
but this much needs saying. As far as 
Malta is concerned, it has played the’ part 
of a willing and heroic auxiliary to the 
British naval effort for close on 150 years, 
with the whole of its economy attuned to 
nothing else, and capable of nothing else 
without prolonged external assistance. 

Unless the Air Force can fully replace 
the work opportunities disappearing with 
the closing of the naval shipyards, Malta 
will therefore need aid on a much larger 
scale than at present offered. Nor does 
Peace News favour the also proposed solu- 
tion of integration with the United King- 


dom. That, let us remember, is just the 
position of Algeria within the French 
Republic. 

As for Aden, that is three things rolled 


into one: (a) another expression of the 
clashing aims between the United Arab Re- 
public and Britain’s and the West’s wish to 
hold on to advantages hitherto enjoyed; (b) 
a result of undetermined frontier lines; and 
(c) the military factors stressed in the BBC 
broadcast. They all mean more trouble for 
the future, and all of it will be due to the 
West’s attempt to perpetuate conditions no 
longer acceptable to the local populations. 


Congress walk-out 


rPHE rift between Yugoslavia and Russia 
and the Governments that operate 
under Russian direction is widening again. 
At the Congress last week of the Yugo- 
slay Communist Party there were no 
fraternal delegates from the Russian bloc 
countries or from China. These, however, 
sent representatives from their Embassies, 
State representation being regarded as more 
of a formality than the fraternal associa- 
tion that party representation would denote. 
Even so, at one stage of the Congress the 
Russian bloc diplomatists decided upon a 
walk-out, led by the Russian Ambassador, 
Mr. Zamchevski, 
The Congress had come under criticism 
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Mr. Macmillan, having enthusiastically 
taken it up, Mr. Gaitskell rejects it because 
it would put him ‘and his colleagues in a 
false position with their rank and file. 
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Question of demagogy 


ON page five we publish from Mr, Henry 
Usborne, MP, a letter arising from our 
We do not 


sees no reason to conceal, it would disclose 
the true position. 


leading article for April 18. 


Not at all; as Mr. Shinwell at any rate 
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A VOICE FROM ALDERMASTON 


AFTER the March the Vicar of Aldermaston wrote to the Manchester 

Guardian to express some of the thoughts that were engaging his 
troubled conscience. 

The “nuclear deterrent,” he said, has been on the doorstep of the people 
in his parish for some years. “It is an uneasy neighbour, but like many such 
it has been tolerated and become at length a dangerously familiar singht in the 
district.” 

This comment reminds us of the many troubled Germans of the between- 
war years—for instance, those poor pastors and others, near Buchenwald, who 
could not permit themselves to know what: went on there, for to know would 
compel action, and action would threaten not only themselves but their wives 
and children. 

Those who live near the Aldermaston death factory—and all of us who 
know of its existence—are fully aware of what goes on there. It is not, as at 
Buchenwald, secrecy that keeps people silent, but a lack of moral decision. As 
the Vicar of Aldermaston remarks, it prevents any of the Churches other than 
the Society of Friends (Quakers) from making “ an official pronouncement for 
or against the manufacture of the hydrogen bomb.” Therefore, says the Vicar, 
“the Church in every parish must minister to all those who seek spiritual 
guidance and support without being able to give an answer to the most vital 
question of our time.” 

* * 


F those who have dedicated their lives to the moral direction of the 

people are unable to give guidance on the most challenging moral 
problem with which mankind has ever been confronted, how should the 
general run of men be expected to show more courage than those who 
closed their eyes to what went on in Buchenwald and Auschwitz? 

In his recent Burge Memorial Lecture Professor C. F, von von Weizsacker 
remarked that because of the involyment of the Church in political responsibility 
she is in a difficult situation in regard to the H-bomb. The Church cannot say 
“Yes” to it, for by so doing she would betray a greater trust. Yet she cannot 


say “‘No” because “she is spiritually not qualified. It is unfair to suggest a 
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propose now to follow him in his main 
contention, upon which it seems to us that 
he has a singular capacity for blinding him- 


self to important aspects of reality. On 
another occasion we shall be ready to give 
Mr. Usborne facilities for setting out clearly 
and precisely what he means by the “ supra- 
national government” he desires, and how 
the world is to come by the body of law 
that he assumes would be present to guide 
and control such a government. 

In the present connection, .however, it is 
very evident that Mr. Usborne has merely 
seized upon the point we were discussing as 
a pretext to provide an opportunity to ad- 
vance his own policy, and we do not desire 
that attention should be deflected from the 
issue we were seeking to raise, which we 
believe to be of very vital importance for 
the future of our Parliamentary system. | 

We believe that when speakers in the 
Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament stress 
the fact that there is no significant differ- 
ence between the political parties in the 
House of Commons, and when the Rev. 
Michael Scott declares that the real enemy 
is the “ party line,” they are drawing atten- 
tion to one of the most important political 
facts today, 

The Liberal Whip, Mr. Donald Wade, has 
just commented that the Liberals would 
certainly gain votes if they were to adopt 
a pacifist line, but that to take this “ easy 
and popular” course is a temptation that 
must be resisted. If Liberals do not believe 
either that the pacifist line is morally right, 
or that it is a desirable policy for Britain 
to make it clear that it does not propose to 
depend for its future on the manufacture of 
the H-bomb, it is obvious that it should not 
seek votes on the grounds that this attitude 
represents its policy. The same thing 
applies, of course, to the Conservatives and 
to Labour. The fact that all are agreed 
that votes could be picked up were they to 
advocate such a _ policy means, however, 
that on the most important issue with which 
we are faced today there is a great and 
growing public opinion which is completely 
without parliamentary representation. 

There has been literally no vote cast in 
the House of Commons that clearly ex- 
presses the desires of those who wish to see 
Britain renounce the manufacture of the H- 
bomb and declare that she has no desire to 
depend on the US possession of this thing. 
There are some who would be willing to do 
so but they have permitted party discipline 
to prohibit them. 

At the next election there will be some 
among Labour and Liberal candidates who 
will be ready to give undertakings that they 
are opposed to the manufacture of nuclear 
weapons and also to give the impression 
that, if elected, they will express that oppo- 
sition in their votes. It is here that the 
“ »arty line” 


that Michael Scott warns | 


COneress Waik-Oul 


TPPHE rift between Yugoslavia and Russia 
and the Governments that operate 
under Russian direction is widening again. 
At the Congress last week of the Yugo- 
slav Communist Party there were no 
fraternal delegates from the Russian bloc 
countries or from China. These, however, 
sent representatives from their Embassies, 
State representation being regarded as more 
of a formality than the fraternal associa- 
tion that party representation would denote. 
Even so, at one stage of the Congress the 
Russian bloe diplomatists decided upon a 
walk-out, led by the Russian Ambassador, 
Mr. Zamchevski. 

The Congress had come under criticism 
from Russia as not manifesting sufficient 
solidarity with the Warsaw Pact group, The 
previous week ‘the Moscow organ Kom- 
mounist had spent 34 pages in analysing 
and attacking the Yugoslav programme, 
and this had been distributed to all the 
delegates at Ljubljana, 

The Yugoslay Communist Party Organ- 
ising Secretary, Alexander Rankovic, was 
put up to make the Yugoslav response, and 
copies of this statement had been circulated 
in advance of his speech. 

Mr. Zamchevski gave the word for the 
departure of his troop before the passage 
dealing with the Russian attitude was 
reached, 

The dispute turns as before on whether 
a Communist State has the right to pursue 
its “own way to Socialism.” 

The situation must have been a particu- 
larly embarrassing one for the Polish 
Ambassador, Mr. Grochulski. He left the 
Congress with Mr, Zamchevski’s troop, but 
afterwards returned and demonstrated a 
certain discreet approval of the proceedings. 

The difference between the Russian atti- 
tude and that of Yugoslavia can easily be 
exaggerated, however. The population of 
Yugoslavia is 17 millions. Of these 770,634 
are politically organised. These are all 
members of the League of Communists. 
There are no members of any other poli- 
tical groups because, as in Russia, no other 
political group is permitted to exist. And 
Djilas is still in prison for writing a book. 


Joint defence 


R. GAITSKELL has rejected Mr, Mac- 

millan’s proposal that there should be 
regular joint consultations on ‘defence ” 
between the two parties, 

Mr. Shinwell made the suggestion in the 
course of the recent debate on the Defence 
. White Paper. He wanted a joint committee 
on defence. 


the Society of Piiends (Quakers) from making “an oficial pronouncement ror 
or against the manufacture of the hydrogen bomb.” ‘Therefore, says the Vicar, 
“the Church in every parish must minister to all those who seek spiritual 
guidance and support without being able to give an answer to the most vital 
question of our time.” 

* * 


F those who have dedicated their lives to the moral direction of the 

people are unable to give guidance on the most challenging moral 
problem with which mankind has ever been confronted, how should the 
general run of men be expected to show more courage than those who 
closed their eyes to what went on in Buchenwald and Auschwitz? 

In his recent Burge Memorial Lecture Professor C, F, von von Weizsacker 
remarked that because of the involyment of the Church in political responsibility 
she is in a difficult situation in regard to the H-bomb. The Church cannot say 
“Yes” to it, for by so doing she would betray a greater trust. Yet she cannot 
say “No” because “she is spiritually not qualified. It is unfair to suggest a 
course of action to an institution not capable of it. . . The Church, like the 
world, is neither practically nor intellectually equal to the historical events of 
today.” 

The Church, he says, must therefore acknowledge her perplexity openly or 
by complete silence. The Church, unfortunately, does neither. There is an open 
acknowledgement of perplexity, it is true, but acknowledgement in such a manner 
that it constitutes an endorsement of what is actually being done. 

Troubled and perplexed as he is, for instance, the Vicar of Aldermaston 
does not speak of the preparation of the H-bomb having been on the doorstep 
of his parish for years; it is the “nuclear deterrent.” By the use of this term 
he seeks a method of begging the question of Christian morality in this matter, 
just as in their own way do the Bishops of his Church. 


* * 
ALTHOUGH, like the Vicar, Professor von Weizsacker holds that 
the Church cannot give guidance to its members on the most vital 
problem humanity has ever faced, he declares this does not exempt the 
individual Church member from making his own decision. 
““The only answer that I know for the Christian,” says the Professor, 

“is the Sermon on the Mount. And I do not say that lightly, for it has taken 

me many years to convince myself of that.” And “if I ask myself whether, 

after reading the New Testament, I can throw a Hydrogen bomb, then I 

know that the answer is ‘No.’ And if I may not throw it then I cannot 

make it for another to throw.” 

Here is surely the only answer that the Christian can possibly give. 
“ Christian World” asks the “ brave marchers” to Aldermaston to keep in mind 
that “even Christian opinion is deeply divided on this matter.”” We believe that 
every Christian—indeed, every man who believes in a moral basis for human 
society—must ask himself: “Are there any circumstances in which I shall be 
willing to drop an H-bomb on the people of a city?” 

Not one of the Bishops who wants the H-bomb as a “ deterrent” will answer 
“Yes” to that question. Therefore, the Bishops have surely no right, as Pro- 
fessor von Weizsacker remarks, to approve the making of H-bombs on the 
assumption that someone else will not be inhibited by the moral repulsion they 
feel, 

Professor von Weizsacker is doubtless right, and it is unfair to expect the 


-Church to give guidance on the lines of the Sermon on the Mount because she 


is not spiritually qualified to do so. 

In such a case, however, it is surely not failing in charity, but is merely 
pointing to an obvious fact to remark that the Church can therefore have 
no further mission in the world. 

This issue involves the whole future of mankind and man’s worthiness to 
survive on this planet. If the Church is not qualified to give guidance here, it 
will not be able to retain its authority over the minds ef men by its pronounce- 
ments on such matters as marital fidelity and Sabbath Day observance, 
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WITHOUT PaliaMtentary POpresemlatrorn, 

There has been literally no vote cast in 
the House of Commons that clearly ex- 
presses the desires of those who wish to see 
Britain renounce the manufacture of the H- 
bomb and declare that she has no desire to 
depend on the US possession of this thing. 
There are some who would be willing to do 
so but they have permitted party discipline 
to prohibit them. 

At the next election there will be some 
among Labour and Liberal candidates who 
will be ready to give undertakings that they 
are opposed to the manufacture of nuclear 
weapons and also to give the impression 
that, if elected, they will express that oppo- 
sition in their votes. It is here that the 
“party line” that Michael Scott warns 
against will come in, for party disciplines 
will prevent these members from honouring 
their undertakings in their votes if they are 
to remain members of their parties. It is 
this issue that we desire shall be faced in 
advance of the election. 


Margery Fry 


PPPHERE are some moments in time when 
the affairs of the world are as nothing 
because something has happened which 
overrides. them. This is one of those 
moments: ‘Margery Fry has died. 

She was eighty-three; she herself would, 
without doubt, have said: “I have had my 
life,’ and with truth she could also have 
said: “ And it was good,” had she not been 
essentially a very humble person, 

That does not mean she was sombre, or 
grave, or irritatingly meek; on the contrary 
she was both witty and charming, and 
possessed of an infinite understanding of 
life and her fellow human beings. 

She was a woman with a brilliant brain 
and immense capabilities; if she had ever 
desired power she could have had it in the 
highest walks of political life; but she never 
asked for power; she asked for opportunity 
to help her fellow human beings, and where 
opportunity did not occur she made it; her 
immense influence in the field of penal re- 
form has still to be assessed and. may never 
be fully known. Those who knew her, 
and worked with her on committees dealing 
with this very special interest in her life, 
will not forget her clear mind, her un- 
emotional yet humane and patient approach 
to the problems. 

She was lovely to look at, and as she 
grew old her beauty, despite the sagging 
lines of age, was touched with a spiritual 
splendour. It is a platitude to say the 
world is a poorer place; it is more than — 
that: it is bereft. She was not only a great 
woman, .she was a great human being. 
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PEACE OR’ ATOMIC WAR? 


A new appeal by Dr. Albert Schweitzer 
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I. The Renunciation of Nuclear Tests 


N April of last year I raised my 

voice, together with others, to draw 

attention to the great danger of 
radioactive poisoning of the air and 
the earth, following tests with atom 
(uranium) bombs and hydrogen bombs. 
With others I appealed to the nuclear 
powers to come to an agreement to 
stop the tests as soon as possible, while 
declaring their genuine desire to 
renounce the use of atomic weapons. 


At the time there was reasonable hope 
that this step would be taken. It was not 
to be, The negotiations in London last 
summer, led by Mr. Harold Stassen of the 
United States, achieved nothing. The con- 
ference arranged by the United Nations in 
the autumn of last year suffered the same 
fate through the withdrawal of the Soviet 
Union from the discussions. 


No sacrifice 





The Soviet Union has recently made a 
disarmament proposal, on the basis of 
which discussions are apparently being 
planned. As a first step the plan pre- 
supposes that nuclear tests should cease 
immediately. 


What chances has this condition of being 
fulfilled ? 


It might be thought that it would be easy 
for all those involved to reach agreement 
on this point. None of them would have 
to sacrifice any of the atomic weapons in 
their possession, and the handicap of not 
being able to try out new ones would be 


in radioactivity of the air are kept within 
tolerable limits” is that the number of 
children who will be born deformed, as a 
result of the harm done to the sexual cells, 
supposedly will not be large enough to 
justify the stopping of the tests. 


Prophetic words 





The view of the scientists who feel called 
upon to reduce the danger of radioactivity 
to what they believe to be its right propor- 
tions is expressed by a Central European 
scientist who concluded a speech on this 
subject with the following bold, prophetic 
words :— 


“Tf the tests are carried on with the 
same frequency as in the last few years, 
the radioactive poisoning will be four 
times stronger in 1983 than at present, 
and about six times stronger around the 
year 2010. Even that strength would be 
small compared with natural radiation. 
It can be stated categorically that the risk 
for mankind involved in nuclear tests is 
small. That is not to say that there is 
no risk. In this context I should like to 
quote the words of the American 
physicist and member of the Atomic 
Commission, Professor Dr. Libby. ‘The 
risk of radioactive poisoning must be 
balanced against the risk to which the 
entire free world would be exposed if 
nuclear tests were abandoned before a 
safe international disarmament agreement 
has been brought about. The tests are 
necessary if the United States are not to 
be left behind in the development of 
nuclear weapons.’ ” 


During the continued reassurance cam- 
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tion of the tests, 
bomb :— 


to perfect this ideal 


“Further tests will put us in a position 
to fight our opponents’ war machine, 
while sparing the innocent bystanders, 
Clean weapons of this kind will reduce 
unnecessary casualties in a future war.” 


Of course, neither the United States nor 
the Soviet Union is thinking of producing 
this less effective bomb for use in a possible 
war. The American War Department has 
quite recently declared that the irradiation 
of whole areas has become a new offensive 
weapon. 


The clean hydrogen bomb is intended for 
window-dressing only, not for use. The 
bomb is to encourage people to believe that 
future nuclear tests will be followed by less 
and less radiation, and that there is no 
argument against the continuation of the 
tests. 


Who permitted it? 





Those who think that the danger created 
by nuclear tests is small mainly take air- 
radiation into consideration, persuading 
themselves that the danger limit has not 
yet been reached. 


The results of their arithmetic are, how- 
ever, not so reliable as they would like to 
believe. Through the years the toleration 
limit for radiation has to be reduced several 
times. In 1934 it was 100 radiation units 
per year. At present the limit is officially 
put at five. In many countries it is even 
lower. 


Dr. Lauriston Taylor (U.S.A.), who is 
regarded as an authority on protection 
against radiation. holds with others that it 


radiation lacks in strength is made up for 
by its persistence, working as it does, day 
and night for years. 


It is a well-known fact that one of the 
most widespread and dangerous elements 
absorbed by us is Strontium 90. It is stored 
in the bones and emits from there its rays 
into cells of red bone marrow, where the 
ted and white corpuscles are made. Blood 
diseases—fatal in most cases—are the 
result. The cells of the reproductive organs 
are particularly sensitive to this element. 
Even relatively weak radiation may lead to 
fatal consequences. 

& 


For centuries 





The most sinister aspect of both internal 
and external radiation is that years may pass 
before the evil consequences appear. 
Indeed, they make themselves felt, not in 
the first or second generation, but in the 
following ones. Generation after genera- 
tion, for centuries to come, will witness the 
birth of an ever-increasing number of 
children with mental and physical defects. 


It is not for the physicist, choosing to 
take into account only the radiation from 
the air, to say the decisive word on the 
dangers of nuclear tests. That right belongs 
to the biologists and physicians who have 
studied internal as well as external radia- 
tion, and those physicists who pay attention 
to the facts established by the biologists and 
physicians. 


Death-blow 
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The Soviet Union has recently made a 
disarmament proposal, on the basis of 
which discussions are apparently being 
planned. As a first step the plan pre- 
supposes that nuclear tests should cease 
immediately. 


What chances has this condition of being 
fulfilled ? 


It might be thought that it would be easy 
for all those involved to reach agreement 
on this point. None of them would have 
to sacrifice any of the atomic weapons in 
their possession, and the handicap of not 
being able to try out new ones would be 
the same for all. : 


Even so, the proposal is difficult for the 
United States and Britain to accept. They 
spoke against it when the matter was dis- 
cussed in the Spring of 1957. Since then 
ceaseless propaganda has been directed 
against the view that the radiation follow- 
ing nuclear tests is so dangerous that it is 
necessary to stop them. The American and 
' European Press is constantly receiving 
abundant propaganda material supplied by 
Government atomic commissions and 
scientists, who feel called upon to support 
this view. 


A.E.C. propaganda 


From a statement issued by the sub- 
committee of the American Atomic Energy 
Commission I. quote the following 
phrases :— 


“Within the framework of scientific 
and military requirements, it is advisable 
that nuclear tests are limited to a 
minimum. The necessary steps should be 
taken to correct the present confusion of 
the general public. The present and 
potential effects on heredity from the 
gradual increase in radioactivity of the 
air are kept within tolerable limits. The 
possibility of a harmful effect which 
people believe to be beyond control, has 
a strong emotional effect. The con- 
tinuation of nuclear tests is necessary and 
justified in the interests of national 
security.” 


What is meant by “the confusion of the 
public” is the fact that people are 
becoming increasingly aware of dangers 
resulting from nuclear tests. 


The meaning of the obscure statement 
that the “effects on heredity of the increase 
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small. That is not to say that there is 
no risk. In this context I should like to 
quote the words of the American 
physicist and member of the Atomic 
Commission, Professor Dr. Libby. ‘The 
risk of radioactive poisoning must be 
balanced against the risk to which the 
entire free world would be exposed if 
nuclear tests were abandoned before a 
safe international disarmament agreement 
has been brought about. The tests are 
necessary if the United States are not to 
be left behind in the development of 
nuclear weapons.’ ” ‘ 


During the continued reassurance cam- 
paign a very prominent American nuclear 
physicist went to the length of declaring 
that the total number of luminous watch- 
dials in the world represents a greater 
danger than the radioactive fall-out of 
nuclear tests up till now. 


Hiymn of praise 


The reassurance propaganda expects 
much from the glad tidings that science has 
succeeded in making the prototype of a 
hydrogen bomb producing far less of 
dangerous radioactive materials than the 
usual ones. The new bomb is called “ the 
clean hydrogen bomb.” The old type must 
from now. on be content to be called the 
dirty bomb. 


The clean hydrogen bomb differs from 
the other in having a jacket made of a 
material which does not, like uranium 238, 
release immense quantities of radioactive 
elements at the enormous explosion tem- 
perature. That is why it is less harmful as 
regards radioactivity. It is also, however, 
less powerful. 


The new, highly praised hydrogen bomb 
is—let it be said in passing—only relatively 
clean. Its trigger is a uranium bomb made 
of the fissionable uranium 235—an atomic 
bomb as powerful as the one dropped over 
Hiroshima. This bomb, when detonated, 
also produces radioactivity, as do the 
neutrons released in great numbers at the 
explosion. 


In an American newspaper at the 
beginning of this year, Edward Teller, the 
father of the dirty hydrogen bomb, sang a 
hymn of praise to the idyllic nuclear war 
to be waged with completely clean 
hydrogen bombs. He insists on a continua- 


_ hose who think that the danger created — 


by nuclear tests is small mainly take air- 
radiation into consideration, persuading 
themselves that the danger limit has not 
yet been reached. 


The results of their arithmetic are, how- 
ever, not so reliable as they would like to 
believe. Through the years the toleration 
limit for radiation has to be reduced several 
times. In 1934 it was 100 radiation units 
per year. At present the limit is officially 
put at five. In many countries it is even 
lower. 


Dr. Lauriston Taylor (U.S.A.), who is 
regarded as an authority on protection 
against radiation, holds with others that it 
is an open question whether there is any- 
thing called a harmless amount of radiation. 
He thinks that we can only speak of an 
amount of radiation which we regard as 
tolerable. 


We are constantly being told about “a 
permissible amount of radiation.” Who 
permitted it? Who has any right to 
permit it ? 


When speaking about the risk of radia- 
tion we must take into consideration not 
only the radiation coming from the outside, 
but also that coming from radioactive 
elements in our body. 


Strontium 90 





What is the source of this radioactivity ? 


The radioactive elements released in the 
air by nuclear tests do ‘not. stay there per- 
manently. In the form of radioactive rain 
and radioactive snow they fall down on 
the earth. They enter the plants through 
leaves and roots and stay there. We absorb 
them through the plants by drinking milk 
from the cows or by eating the meat of 
animals which have fed on them. Radio- 
active rain infects our drinking water. 


The most powerful radioactive poisoning 
occurs in the areas between the Northern 
latitudes 10° and 60°, because of the 
numerous nuclear tests conducted mainly in 
these latitudes by the Soviet Union and the 
United States. 


The radioactive elements absorbed over 
the years by our body are not evenly dis- 
tributed in the cellular tissue, but are 
deposited and accumulated at certain points. 
From these points the internal radiation 
takes place, causing injuries to particularly 
vulnerable organs. What this kind of 
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children with mental and physical defects. 


It is not for the physicist, choosing to 
take into account only the radiation from 
the air, to say the decisive word on the 
dangers of nuclear tests, That right belongs 
to the biologists and physicians who have 
studied internal as well as external radia- 
tion, and those physicists who pay attention 
to the facts established by the biologists and 
physicians. : 


Death-blow 





The declaration signed by 9,235 scientists 
of all nations, handed to the Secretary- 
General of the United Nations by the 
well-known American scientist Dr. Linus 
Pauling on January. 13, 1958, gave the 
reassurance propaganda its death-blow. The 
scientists declared that the radioactivity 
gradually created by nuclear tests repre- 
sents a greater danger for all parts of the 
world, particularly serious because its con- 
sequence will be an increasing number’ of 
deformed children in the future. For this 
reason they demanded an_ international 
agreement putting an end to the nuclear 
tests. i 


Propaganda for the continuation. of 
nuclear tests can no longer maintain that 
the scientists do not agree on the question 
of the danger of radiation, and that one 
must, therefore, await the decision of 
international bodies and abstain from 
alarming the public by saying that radia- 
tion represents an actual danger, growing 
more serious every day. 


This propaganda will continue to set the 
tone in certain newspapers. But beside it 
the truth about the danger of nuclear tests 
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“EVERY NEW TEST MAKES 


marches imperturbably along, influencing 
an ever-increasing section of public 
opinion. In the long run, even the most 
well-organised propaganda can do nothing 
against the truth. 


One incomprehensible aspect of the pro- 
paganda for the continuation of nuclear 
tests is its complete disregard of their 
harmful effects on future generations 
which, according to biologists and physi- 
cians, will be the result of the radiation 
to which we are being exposed. 


The declaration signed by the 9,235 
scientists did well in stressing the danger. 


Whimpering shock 
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_ We must not be responsible for the future 
birth of thousands of children with the most 
serious mental and physical defects, simply 
because we did not pay enough attention 
to that danger. 


Only those who have never been present 
at the birth of a deformed baby, never 
witnessed the whimpering shock of its 
mother, dare to maintain that the risk in 
going, on with nuclear tests is one which 
must be taken under existing circum- 
stances. 


The well-known French biologist and 
geneticist Jean Rostand calls the continua- 
tion of nuclear tests “the future crime” 
(le crime dans Vavenir). It is the particular 
duty of women to prevent this sin against 
the future. It is for them to raise their 
voices against it in such a way that they 
will be heard. 


It is strange that so far nobody has 
stressed that the question of whether nuclear 
tests should be stopped or continued is not 
one which concerns the nuclear powers 
exclusively, a question for them to decide 
at pleasure. 


Who is giving these countries the right to 
experiment, in time of peace, with weapons 
involving the most serious risks for the 
whole world ? 


What has international law—enthroned 
by the United Nations and so highly praised 
in our time—to say on this matter ? 

Does it no longer look out on the world 
from its temple ? 


large amount of radiactive fish unsuitable 
for consumption. 


As every new nuclear test makes a bad 
situation worse, the Japanese government, 
when hearing of plans for new tests to the 
north or south of Japan, has presented its 
country’s urgent appeal in Washington or 
Moscow, beseeching the American or 
Soviet authorities to give up their plans. 
The answer was always the same — they 
regret there can be no question of doing so 
while as yet the powers have reached no 
agreement to that effect. As recently as 
February 20, 1958, this happened again 
in the capital of one of the nuclear powers. 


We always learn about such appeals and 
their refusal through short paragraphs in 
the newspaper—just like any other news 
item. The Press does not disturb us with 
editorials drawing our attention to and 
making us share in what lies behind such 
news—the misery of the Japanese people. 
Thus we and the press are made guilty of 
lack of compassion. More guilty however 
is international law, which has kept silent 
and indifferent on this question, year after 
year. 


No time to lose 





It is high time to realise that the question 
of continuing or ceasing nuclear tests is an 
urgent matter for international law. Man- 
kind is imperilled by the tests. Mankind 
insists that they stop, and has every right 
to do so. 


If there is left in the civilisation of our 
times anything of living international law, 
or if it should be re-estabilshed, then the 
nations responsible for nuclear tests must 
renounce them immediately, without making 
this dependent on a disarmament agreement. 
This matter has nothing to do with dis- 
armament. The nations in question will 
continue to have those weapons which they 
now have, 


There is no time to lose. New tests 
increasing the danger must not be allowed 
to take place. It is important to realise that 
even without new tests the danger will 
increase during the coming years: a large 
part of the radioactive elements flung up in 
the atmosphere and stratosphere at the 
nuclear experiments is still there. It will 
come down only after several years, 


equal to the one which was brought into 
being by America between 1946 and 1949. 
Consequently peace between the two 
powers was maintained on the basis of 
mutual respect for the bomb of the other. 


On October 3rd, 1952, England exploded 
its first atom bomb on the Isle of Monte- 
bello, on the north-west coast of Australia. 


Hi-Bomb perfected 





Then, to secure an advantage, America 
took the decision to invite Edward Teller 
to produce the hydrogen bomb. It was 
expected that this H-bomb would exceed 
many times the power of the uranium bomb. 


-This bomb was first released in May, 1951 


at Eniwetok on the Pacific atoll Elugelab in 
October, 1952. On March 1, 1954, at 
Bikini, one of the group in the Marshall 
Islands in the Pacific Ocean, the perfected 
H-bomb was exploded. It was found that 
the actual power of the explosion was much 
stronger than was originally expected on 
the basis of calculations. 


But at the same time as America, the 
Soviet Union also started producing H- 
bombs, the first of which was exploded. on 
August 12, 1953. Both powers progressed 
contemporaneously. America invented the 
atom bomb during the second world war, 
and subsequently worked on the principles 
of the rockets which served Germany in 
those days. 


Guided. Rockets 





War no longer depends on the ability of 
mighty airplanes to carry bombs to their 
targets. Now there are guided rockets that 
can be launched from their starting point 
and directed with accuracy to a distant 
target. Missiles are carried by such rockets 
propelled by a fuel which is constantly 
being developed in efficiency. The missile 
carried by the rocket can be an ordinary 
missile or one which contains an uranium 
warhead or an H-bomb warhead. 


It is said that the Soviet Union certainly 
disposes of rockets with a range up to 625 


Rocket projectiles will not replace bombers, 
but will rather complement them. 


The immediate effect of an H-bomb will 
have a range of several miles. The heat 
will be 100 million degrees. One can 
imagine how great the number of city- 
dwelling human beings who would be 
destroyed by the pressure of the explosion, 
by flying fragments of glass, by heat and 
fire and by radio-active waves, even if the 
attack is only of short duration. The 
deadly radio-active infection, as a conse- 
quence of the explosion, would have a 
range of some 45,000 square miles. 


An American general said to some Con- 
gressmen : 


“Tf at intervals of 10 minutes 110 H- 
bombs are dropped over the U.S.A. there 
would be a casualty list of about 70 
million people, besides some thousands of 
square miles made useless for a whole. 
generation. Those countries like England, 
West Germany and France could be 
finished off with 15 to 20 H-bombs,” 


President Eisenhower has pointed out, 
after watching manoeuvres under atomic 
attack, that defence measures in a future 
atomic war become useless. In these cir- 
cumstances all one can do is to pray. 


Try to hide 





Indeed, not much more can be done in 
view of an attack by H-bombs than to advise 
all people living to-hide behind very strong 
walls of stone or cement, and to throw 
themselves on the ground and to cover the 
back of their heads, and the body if pos- 
sible, with cloth. In this way it may be 
possible to escape annihilation and death 
through radiation. It is esential that those 
surviving be given food and drink which 
are not radio-active and that they be trans- 
ported away from the radio-active district. 


It is impossible to erect walls of such 
thickness for the whole population of a city. 
Where would the material and the means 
come from ? How would a population have 
time even to run to safety in such bunkers ? 


In an atomic war there would be neither 
conqueror nor vanquished, During such a 
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It is strange that so far nobody has 
stressed that the question of whether nuclear 
tests should be stopped or continued is not 
one which concerns the nuclear powers 
exclusively, a question for them to decide 
at pleasure. 


Who is giving these countries the right to 
experiment, in time of peace, with weapons 
involving the most serious risks for the 
whole world ? 


What has international law—enthroned 
by the United Nations and so highly praised 
in our time—to say on this matter ? 

Does it no longer look out on the world 
from its temple ? 


Then take it out that it may face the 
facts and do its duty accordingly. 


Japan’s. plight 


International law would at once discover 
the interesting case of Japan, which suffers 
heavily from the effects of nuclear tests. 
The radioactive clouds created by the Soviet 
tests in North-East Siberia and by the 
American ones at Bikini in the Pacific 
Ocean are carried by the winds over Japan. 
The resulting radioactive poisoning is the 
worst possible, Very heavily radioactive 
rainfalls are quite common, 


The radioactive poisoning of the soil 
and the vegetation is so powerful that the 
inhabitants of various districts ought to 
abstain from using their harvest for food. 
But they have no alternative but to eat 
rice infected with strontium, an element 
particularly dangerous: to children. 


The ocean surrounding Japan is also at 
times dangerously radioactive, and thereby 
the very food-supply of the country—in 
which fish has always played an important 
part—is being threatened because of the 
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or u it should be re-estabusned, then the 
nations responsible for nuclear tests must 
renounce them immediately, without making 
this dependent on a disarmament agreement. 
This matter has nothing to do with dis- 
armament. The nations in question will 
continue to have those weapons which they 
now have. 


There is no time to lose. New tests 
increasing the danger must not be allowed 
to take place. It is important to realise that 
even without new tests the danger will 
increase during the coming years : a large 
part of the radioactive elements flung up in 
the atmosphere and stratosphere at the 
nuclear experiments is still there. It will 
come down only after several years, 
probably about fifteen. 


The immediate renunciation of further 
tests will create a favourable atmosphere 
for talks on banning the use of nuclear 
weapons. When this urgently necessary step 
has been taken, such negotiations can take 
place in peace. 


That the Soviet Union is now willing to 
renounce further tests is of great import- 
ance. If Britain and the U.S.A. could bring 
themselves to the same reasonable decision 
demanded by international law, humanity 
would be liberated from the fear of being 
threatened in its existence by the increase 
of the radioactive poisoning of the air and 
of the soil resulting from the tests. 


i 


The Danger of 


an Atomic War 


ODAY we have to envisage the 

menacing possibility of an out- 

break of atomic war between 
Soviet Russia and America. It can 
only be avoided if the two powers 
decide to renounce atomic arms. 


How has this situation arisen ? 


In 1945 America succeeded in producing 
an atom bomb with uranium 235. On 
August 6, 1945, this bomb was released 
on Hiroshima and on August 9, on 
Nagaski. 


America’s possession of such a bomb 
gave her a military advantage over other 
countries. 


In July, 1949 the Soviet Union also 
possessed such a bomb. And its power was 


Guided, rockets 





War no longer depends on the ability of 
mighty airplanes to carry bombs to their 
targets. Now there are guided rockets that 
can be launched from their starting point 
and directed with accuracy to a distant 
target. Missiles are carried by such rockets 
propelled by a fuel which is constantly 
being developed in efficiency. The missile 
carried by the rocket can be an ordinary 
missile or one which contains an uranium 
warhead or an H-bomb warhead. 


It is said that the Soviet Union certainly 
disposes of rockets with a range up to 625 
miles, and probably with a range up to 
1,100 miles. 


America is said to possess rockets with a 
range of 1,500 miles. 


Whether the so-called intercontinental 
missile with a range of 5,000 miles exists 
cannot be ascertained. It is assumed that 
the problem of its production is on the way 
to being solved, and that both East and 
West are occupied with its production. 


Submarines 





Although an intercontinental rocket is 
not yet known to be completed, America 
has to be prepared for submarines shooting 
such a projectile far into the country. These 
rockets proceed with immense velocity. It 
is expected that an intercontinental rocket 
would not take more than half an ‘hour to 
cross the oceans with loads of bombs from 
one to five tons. — 


How would an atomic war be conducted 
today? At first the: so-called local war— 
but today there is little difference between 
a local war and a global war. Rocket 
missiles will be used up to a range of 
1,500 miles. The destruction should not be 
underestimated, even if caused only by a 
type of Hiroshima bomb, not to speak of 
an H-bomb. 


It can hardly be expected that an enemy 
will renounce the use of atom bombs, or 
the most perfected H-bombs on large cities 
from the very outset. The H-bomb has a 
thousandfold stronger development of power 
than the atom bomb. 


It is therefore quite possible that in a 
future atomic war both rocket projectiles 
and large bombers will be used together. 


themselves on the ground and to cover the 
back of their heads, and the body if pos- 
sible, with cloth. In this way it may be 
possible to escape annihilation and death 
through radiation. It is esential that those 
surviving be given food and drink which 
are not radio-active and that they be trans- 
ported away from the radio-active district. 


It is impossible to erect walls of such 
thickness for the whole population of a city. 
Where would the material and the means 
come from ? How would a population have 
time even to run to safety in such bunkers ? 


In an atomic war there would be neither 
conqueror nor vanquished. During such a 
bombardment both sides would suffer the 
same fate. A continuous destruction would 
take place and no armistice or peace pro- 
posals could bring it to an end. : 


The bee’s fate 





When people deal with atomic weapons, 
no one can say to the other, “ Now the 
arms must decide”; but only, “Now we 
want to commit suicide together, destroying 
each other mutually ...” 

There is good reason for an English M.P. 
saying : 


“He who uses atomic weapons becomes 
subject to the fate of a bee, namely, 
when it stings it will perish inevitably, 
for having made use of its sting.” 

He who uses atomic weapons to defend 
freedom would become subject to a similar 
fate. 


Those who conduct an atomic war for 
such freedom will die, or end their lives 
miserably. Instead of freedom they will 
find destruction. Radio-active clouds 
resulting from a war between East and West 
would imperil humanity everywhere. There 
would be no need to use up the remaining 
stock of atom and H-bombs. There are 
about 5,000 of them. 


An atomic war is therefore the most 


‘senseless and lunatic act that could ever 
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A BAD SITUATION WORSE” 


‘take place. At all costs it must be prevented. 


Unfortunately a cold war may turn into 
an atomic war. This danger is made greater 
today than it has ever been, because of the 
possibility of employing long-distance 
rockets. 


In days gone by America held to the 
principle of being, apart from the Soviet 
Union, the sole owner of atomic weapons. 
There was no virtue in equipping other 
countries with atom and H-bombs, for they 
would not have known what to do with 
them. But, with the arrival of rocket 
projectiles of a smaller type and a longer 
range, the situation is changing. The use 
of such smaller weapons is possible for 
lesser countries who are in alliance with 
America. Thus America has deviated from 
her principle not to put atomic weapons 
into the hands of other countries, a decision 
with grave consequences. 


European rockets 


bay 





On the other hand it is understandable 
that America wishes to supply the NATO 
countries with such new weapons for 
defence against the Soviet Union. The 
presence of such arms constitutes a new 
threat to the Soviet Union, opening the way 
for an atomic war between America and the 
Soviet Union on European soil. This 
situation did not exist before. Now the 
Soviet Union is within range of such 
rockets from European soil, even as far as 
Moscow and Kharkov, up to 1,500 miles 
away. 


Rockets of average range could be used 
for defence purposes by Turkey and Iran 
against the Soviet Union, into which they 
could penetrate deeply with such arms 
accepted from America, and the Soviet 
Union in turn may now be forced into a 
situation when it has to defend itself. 


War by error 





Both America and the Soviet Union may 
now seek alliances with the Middle East by 
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terrific speed, and are difficult to identify, 
so that defence possibilities become very 
limited. The defence has only seconds in 
which to identify the approaching rockets 
and to counter-attack by exploding these 
before they can reach their targets, at the 
same time dispatching bombers to destroy 
the ramps from which they are launched. 


Electronic brain 





Such decisions cannot be left to the 
human brain for it works too slowly. They 
have to be entrusted to an electronic brain. 
If it appears that enemy rockets are really 
on the way on the radar screen, calculations 
as to their distance have to be made to the 
fraction of a second, so that an immediate 
start can be made by releasing defence 
rockets. 


All this proceeds automatically. Such is 
our achievement that we now depend 
entirely on an electronic brain, and on 
errors and omissions from which such an 
instrument cannot be exempt. The making 
of a decision by means of an electronic 
brain, though quicker, is not as reliable 
as the making of a decision by the human 
brain. At some point the complex 
mechanism of the electronic brain may 
become faulty. 


These developments lead inevitably to a 
worsening of the situation. .We have to 
reckon with the fact that America may 
proceed with the supply of atomic weapons 
to other countries, trusting them not to use 
them selfishly or incautiously. Both the 


_ other atomic powers are at liberty to do 


likewise. 


Black sheep? 
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Yet, who can guarantee that among the 
favoured countries in possession of such 
weapons there may not be black sheep 
acting on their own, without regard for 
the consequences? Who is to prevent 
them? Who is able to make them re- 
nounce the use of atomic weapons, even if 
other countries have decided to make such 
a decision in common? ‘The dam is 
breached and it may collapse. 


eventual outbreak of an atomic war. The 
theory of peace through terrifying an 
opponent by a greater armament can now 
only heighten the danger of war. 


A ray of light in darkness—in December, 
1957 the Polish Foreign Minister Rapacki 
made a proposition that Czechoslovakia, 
East and West Germany should consist of 
an atom-free zone. If this proposal is 
accepted and the atom-free zones could be 
enlarged to include adjoining countries the 
maintenance of peace would be assured. 
The beginning of the end of the spectre 
that overshadows the Soviet Union would 
become an accomplished fact. 


Past history 





With this sensible proposition, public 
opinion in Europe is in absolute agree- 
ment. It has become convinced, during re- 
cent months, that under no circumstances is 
Europe to become a battlefield for an 
atomic war between the Soviet Union and 
America. From this conviction it will no 
longer deviate. The time is past when a 
European country could plan secretly to 
establish itself as a great power by manu- 
facturing atomic weapons exclusively for its 
own use. Since public opinion would never 
agree to such an undertaking, it becomes 
senseless even to prepare secretly for the 
realisation of such a plan. 


Past too is the time when NATO generals 
and European governments can decide on 
the establishment of launching-sites and the 
stockpiling of atomic weapons. 


The dangers of atomic war, and its con- 
sequences, are now such that these decisions 
have ceased to be purely matters of politics 


and can be valid only with the sanction of 
public opinion. ; 


cir 
Negotiations at 
Highest Level 


country, for example Geneva, as was the 
case in 1955. 


It would be right that at this conference 
only questions that have to do directly 
with the renunciation of nuclear weapons 
should be discussed. 


At the Summit 





It would be right if not too many people 
were present at the Summit meeting, Only 
the highest personalities of the three nuclear 
powers, together with their experts and 
advisets, should take their seats there. 


Admission could also be permitted to the 
representatives of those peoples who—like 
the NATO countries with America—are 
concerned in nuclear matters; they could 
then state their opinion on the decisions 
that hold such grave consequences also for 
them, 


It would be only in a quite arbitrary 
manner that other peoples could claim to 
be present at the Summit, Either all would 
be qualified to be there, or none. In 
addition, experience teaches that unneces- 
sarily large attendance brings no advantage 
to a conference. 


No objectivity 


The Summit Conference therefore is in 
no way an international or half-international 
one, even though its decisions are of great 
importance to the whole of mankind. 


The three nuclear powers and they alone 
must decide, in awareness of their respon- 
sibility to their peoples and to all mankind, 
whether or not they will renounce the 
testing and use of nuclear weapons. 


As to the planning of the conference, 
impartiality justifies one remark, which is 
that to date such planning has been done 
without objectiveness, and has therefore led 
nowhere. This leads to the thought that 
the same outcome could result from the 
Summit Conference if it were conducted in 
the same manner, 


Wherein lies the difference between the 
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away. 


Rockets of average range could be used 
for defence purposes by Turkey and Iran 
against the Soviet Union, into which they 
could penetrate deeply with such arms 
accepted from America, and the Soviet 
Union in turn may now be forced into a 
situation when it has to defend itself. 


War by error 





Both America and the Soviet Union may 
now seek alliances with the Middle East by 
offering such countries financial support. 
Such quarrels as may occur could start in 
secret, and unknown events in the Middle 
East could endanger the peace of the world. 


The risk of an atomic war is being 
increased by the fact that no warning would 
be given in starting such a war, which 
could originate in some mere incident. The 
side that attacks first would have the initial 
advantage over the attacked, who would at 
once sustain losses that would reduce his 
fighting capacity considerably. 


The necessity for a round-the-clock alert 
against attack carries with it the extreme 
danger of an error in interpreting what 
appears on a radar screen, when immediate 
action is imperative, resulting in the out- 
break of an atomic war. 


He‘hesitated 





Attention was drawn to this danger by 
the American General Curtis Le May when 
recently the world was on the brink of such 
a situation. The radar stations of the 
American Air Force and American Coastal 
Command reported that an invasion of 
unidentified bombers was on the way. 
Upon this warning the General in com- 
mand of the strategic bomber force decided 
to order a_ reprisal bombardment to 
commence. However, realising the 
enormity of his responsibility, he then 
hesitated. Shortly afterwards it was dis- 
covered that the radar stations had made 
a technical error. What could have 
happened if a less balanced General had 
been in his place ? 


In the future such dangers are likely to 
increase owing to the fact that small rockets 
exist which pass through the air with 


them selfishly or incautiously. Both the 


_ other atomic powers are at liberty to do 


likewise. 


Black sheep? 
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Yet, who can guarantee that among the 
favoured countries in possession of such 
weapons there may not be black sheep 
acting on their own, without regard for 
the consequences? Who is to prevent 
them? Who is able to make them re- 
nounce the use of atomic weapons, even if 
other countries have decided to make such 
a decision in common? The dam is 
breached and it may collapse. 


That such anxieties have become very 
real is shown by a statement on January 
13, 1958 on behalf of 9,235 scientists of 
UNO regarding the cessation of atomic 
tests. One of their points is the following: 


“As long as atomic weapons remain 
in the hands of the three great powers, 
an agreement as to their control is pos- 
sible. However, if the tests continue and 
extend to other countries in possession 
of atomic weapons, the risks and respon- 
sibilities in regard to an outbreak of an 
atomic war become all the greater. From 
every point of view the danger in a future 
atomic war become all the more intense, 
so that an urgent renunciation of atomic 
weapons becomes absolutely imperative.” 


America’s attitude to the renunciation of 
atomic weapons is remarkable. It cannot 
be otherwise—her conviction is that they 
should be outlawed, yet at the same time 
in case this does not come about she strives, 
with other countries in NATO, to put her- 
self in the most favourable military situa- 
tion. 


Adverse opinion 
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Thus America insists that the rockets 
which she offers to other countries should 
be accepted as soon as possible. She seeks 
to hold such a position as enables her to 
maintain peace by terrifying her opponent. 
But she is finding that most of the NATO 
countries are reluctant to acquire the wea- 
pons which they are being offered, because 
of an increasing strengthening of adverse 
public opinion. 

It would be of immense importance if 
America in this hour of destiny could de- 
cide in favour of renouncing atomic 
weapons, to remove the possibility of an 


stockpiling OF atomic weapons, 


The dangers of atomic war, and its con- 
Sequences, are now such that these decisions 
have ceased to be purely matters of politics 
and can be valid only with the sanction of 
public opinion. 


wT 
Negotiations at 
Highest Level 


HAT is the position regarding 

the negotiations that should 

lead to the renunciation of 
nuclear weapons ? 


One reads and hears that the success of 
the projected Summit Conference must 
depend entirely on its every detail being 
diplomatically prepared beforehand. The 
best diplomacy is objectivity. A fitting pre- 
paration would be in sight (if a respectful 
and well-meaning criticism is permissible) 
if the statesmen and other associated with 
it would change from their present undiplo- 
matic way of dealing with each other and 
return to a diplomatic method. Many 
unnecessary, thoughtless, discourteous, 
foolish and offensive remarks have passed 
between them, both in the spoken and 
written word, to the disadvantage of the 
political atmosphere. 


Limping into being 


It would be right if, at last, those who 
have the authority to take the responsibility, 
and not those who have only nominal 
authority and who cannot move an inch 
beyond their instructions, would confer 
together. 


It would be right to go ahead with the 
conference. For close on four months 
East and West have talked and written to 
one another, without any conclusions as to 
the date and the programme being reached. 
Public opinion anywhere is finding it 
difficult to accept this state of affairs and 
is beginning to ask itself whether a con- 
ference which so limps into being has any 
hope of really achieving anything. 

It would be right to hold the conference 
in a town in some neutral European 
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The three nuclear powers and they alone 
must decide, in awareness of their respon- 
sibility to their peoples and to all mankind, 
whether or not they will renounce the 
testing and use of nuclear weapons. 


As to the planning of the conference, 
impartiality justifies one remark, which is 
that to date such planning has been done 
without objectiveness, and has therefore led 
nowhere. This leads to the thought that 
the same outcome could result from the 
Summit Conference if it were conducted in 
the same manner. 


Wherein lies the difference between the 
partial and impartial, the fitting and the 
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CHOICE OF TWO RISKS 


unfitting in this matter? It lies in the 
answer to the question as to the basis on 
which the three nuclear powers decide 
whether or not to renounce the testing and 
the use of nuclear weapons. 


The unobjective reply would be that the 
decision will depend on whether an agree- 
ment is reached on disarmament or not. 
This is false logic. It presumes that there 
could be an agreement acceptable to both 
the East and the West on this issue. But 
previous negotiations have shown that this 
is not to be expected ; they got stuck right 
at the start because East and West were 
unable to reach agreement even on the con- 
ditions under which such discussions should 
take place. 


False logie 





The’ anticipated procedure itself by its 
very nature is not impartial. It is based on 
false logic. The two vital issues so essential 
to the very existence of mankind—the cessa- 
tion of tests and the disposal of nuclear 
weapons—cannot be made dependent on the 
Heavens performing the impossible political 
miracle that ‘alone could ensure that none 
of the three nuclear powers would have 
some objections to a complete agreement 
on disarmament. 


The fact is that the testing and the use 
of nuclear weapons carry in themselves the 
absolute reasons for their being renounced. 
Prior agreement on any other conditions 
cannot be considered. Both cause the 
deepest damage to human rights. The tests 
in so far as they do harm to peoples far 
from the territories of the nuclear powers, 
endangering their lives and health—and this 
in peace time; an atomic war in so far as 
the resultant radioactivity would make 
uninhabitable the land of peoples not par- 
ticipating in such a war. It would be the 
most unimaginably senseless and cruel way 
of endangering the existence of mankind. 
That is why it dare not become reality. 


First essentials 


But if nuclear arms are no longer in 
question, even the rockets and missiles 
would not present nearly the same destruc- 
tive danger. The nearness that endangers 
existence would have ceased to be. If 
rockets are no longer nuclear arms, Europe 
is no longer a battlefield for a distant war 
which has the effect of a near war between 
the Soviet Union and America. 


Time and space 





Today America with her batteries of 
nuclear rockets in Europe is present with 
mightly military power in Europe. Europe 
has become an in-between land between 
America and Russia, as if America by some 
displacement of a continent had come 
closer to her. But if atomic rockets are no 
longer in question, this unnatural state of 
affairs would come to an end. America 
would again become wholly America ; 
Europe wholly Europe ; the Atlantic again 
wholly the Atlantic Ocean—a sea providing 
distance in time and space. 


In this way could come the beginning 
of the end of America’s military presence 
in Europe, a presence arising from the 
two world wars. The great sacrifices that 
America made for Europe during the 
second world war, and in the years follow- 
ing it, will not be forgotten ; the great and 
varied help that Europe received from her, 
and the thanks owing for this, will not be 
forgotten. But the unnatural situation 
created by the two world wars that led 
to a dominating military presence in 
Europe cannot continue indefinitely. It 
must gradually cease to exist, both for the 
sake of Europe and for the sake of 
America. 


Shocked voices 





Now there will be shocked voices from 
all sides. What will become of poor 
Europe if American atomic weapons no 
longer defend it from within and from 
without ? What will happen if Europe is 
delivered to the Soviet ? Must it then not 
be prepared to languish in a Communist 
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Unfortunate incidents could easily occur. 
And what about the power that should be 
entrusted to such an international control ? 
Even the widest form of such control could 
never ensure that everywhere and all the 
time it could not be avoided. In the final 
analysis East and West are dependent on 
presupposing a certain reciprocal trust in 
one another. 


This applies also in another matter. As 
a result of renouncing nuclear arms, the 
Soviet Union’s military might, so far as 
Europe is concerned, would be less 
affected than that of America. There would 
remain to the Soviet the many divisions 
armed with conventional weapons; with 
those divisions it could easily overrun. the 
NATO States in Western Europe—particu- 
larly Western Germany—without it being 
possible for anyone to come to their aid. 
With this in mind, the Soviet Union should 
agree in the course of disarmament negotia- 
tions to reduce her army, and to commit 
herself never to move against Germany. 
But here, too, no manner of detailed 
agreements and internationally guaranteed 
disarmament agreements would be enough ; 
the parties concerned are still dependent 
on trusting one another. 


A new trust 





But we live in a time where the good 
faith of peoples is doubted more than ever 
before. Expressions throwing doubt on the 
trustworthiness of each other are bandied 
back and forth. They are based on what 
happened in the first world war, when the 
nations experienced dishonesty, injustice 
and inhumanity from one another. How 
can a new trust come about ? And it must. 


We cannot continue in this paralysing 
mistrust. If we want to work our way 
out of the desperate situation in which 
we find ourselves another spirit must 
enter into the people. It can only come 
if the awareness of its necessity suffices 
to give us strength to believe in its com- 
ing. We must presuppose the awareness 
of this need in all the peoples who have 


suffered along with us. We must approach 
them .in the enirit that wea arc’ jhiaman 


weapons, and in the hope that America 
and the Soviet Union and the peoples 
associated with them, will manage to live 
in peace. The first holds no hope of a 
prosperous future; the second does, We 
must risk the second. 


Gigantic leap 


In President Eisenhower’s speech follow- 
ing the launching of the Sputnik on Novem- 
ber 7, 1957, he said, “What the world 
needs more than a gigantic leap into space 
is a gigantic leap into peace.” This gigantic 
leap consists in finding the courage to hope 
that the spirit of good sense will arise in 
individuals and in peoples, a spirit suffi- 
ciently strong to overcome the insantity and 
the inhumanity. 


If negotiations on disarmament are held, 
not as a preliminary to the renunciation of 
nuclear arms but as a result of it, they 
would have a much larger meaning. They 
would be a big step in the direction of 
finally liquidating the confused situation 
that followed from the second world war. 


Disarmament and all questions leading to 
a stable situation—such as for example the 
reunification of east and west Germany— 
could be discussed much better after agree- 
ment had been reached on the renunciation 
of atomic weapons. A later conference 
could also deal with many issues left un- 
resolved in the peace treaties after the 
second world war. 


UN’s task 





Once agreement on _ renunciation of 
nuclear arms has been reached it would 
be the responsibility of the United Nations 
to ensure that now as in the future they 
would be neither made nor used. The 
danger that one nation or another might 
hit on the idea of manufacturing nuclear 
weapons will have to be borne in mind for 
some considerable time. We must consider 
ourselves lucky that they are not yet in the 
possession 
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of other peoples somewhere in 


Prior agreement on any Other conan 
cannot be considered. Both cause the 
deepest damage to human rights. The tests 
in so far as they do harm to peoples far 
from the territories of the nuclear powers, 
endangering their lives and health—and this 
in peace time ; an atomic war in so far as 
the resultant radioactivity would make 
uninhabitable the land of peoples not par- 
ticipating in such a war. It would be the 
most unimaginably senseless and cruel way 
of endangering the existence of mankind, 
‘That is why it dare not become reality. 


First essentials 
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The three nuclear powers owe it to 
themselves and to mankind to reach agree- 
/ ment on these absolute essentials without 
‘first dealing with prior conditions, 
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The negotiations about disarmament are 
‘therefore not the forerunner of such agree- 
‘ment, but the outcome of it. They start 
‘from the point where agreement on the 
{nuclear issues has been reached, and their 
‘goal is to reach the point where the three 
‘quclear powers and the peoples who are 
‘connected with them must agree on guaran- 
itees that will seek to avert the danger of a 
threat of a non-atomic nature taking the 
place of the previous danger. Everything 
‘that the diplomats will have done objec- 
‘tively to prepare the preliminaries to the 
‘conference will keep its meaning even if 
‘it will be used not before renunciation, but 
as. the. result of it. 


New neighbours 
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Should agreement be reached on the out- 
lawing of nuclear weapons, this alone with- 
out any negotiations will have led to a great 
improvement in the political situation, 
because as a result of such agreement time 
and distance would again become realities 
with their own rights. Nuclear arms give 
a distant war the effect of a near war. The 
Soviet Union and America, in spite of the 
vast distance that separates them, can 
menace one another with atomic missiles 
in so frightful a manner and in so short 
a space of time, as if they lay next to one 
another. Having become neighbours, they 
are in constant fear of their lives every 
minute, 


Europe cannot continue indefinitely. It 
must gradually cease to exist, both for the 
sake of Europe and for the sake of 
America. 


Shocked voices 





Now there will be shocked voices from 
all sides. What will become of poor 
Europe if American atomic weapons no 
longer defend it from within and from 
without ? What will happen if Europe is 
delivered to the Soviet? Must it then not 
be prepared to languish in a Communist 
babylonian form of imprisonment for long 
years ? 


Here it should be said that perhaps the 
Soviet Union is not quite so malicious as 
to think only of throwing itself on Europe 
at the first opportunity in order to devour 
it, and perhaps not quite so unintelligent 
as to fail to consider whether there would 
be any advantage in upsetting her stomach 
with this indigestible meal. 


What Europe and the Europeans have to 
agree about is that they belong together 
for better or for worse. This is a new 
historical fact that can no longer be by- 
passed politically. 


No despair 





Another factor that must be recognised 
politically is that the question is no longer 
one of subjugating peoples, but of learning 
to get along with them mentally and 
spjritually. A Europe standing on its own 
has no reason to despair. 


Disarmament discussions between the 
three nuclear powers must concern them- 
selves with guarantees that actual, total and 
irrevocable disposal of nuclear weapons 
will be secured. The problem of effective 
control will also have to be anticipated. 
Reciprocal agreement will. have to be 
reached on permitting international com- 
missions to investigate on national soil, 


One talks of giving aircraft belonging to 
an international police force the right to 
fly at medium and high altitudes for 
purposes of spying. One asks to what 
extent a land would be willing to subject 
itself to such control over its own territory. 


back and forth. They are based on what 
happened in the first world war, when the 
nations experienced dishonesty, injustice 
and inhumanity from one another. How 
can a new trust come about ? And it must. 


We cannot continue in this paralysing 
mistrust. If we want to work our way 
out of the desperate situation in which 
we find ourselves another spirit must 
enter into the people. It can only come 
if the awareness of its necessity suffices 
to give us strength to believe in its com- 
ing. We must presuppose the awareness 
of this need in all the peoples who have 
suffered along with us. We must approach 
them in the spirit that we are human 
beings, all of us, and that we feel our- 
Selves fitted to feel with each other; to 
think and to will together in the same 
way. 


Lost in war 





The awareness that we are all human 
beings together has become lost in war and 
through politics. We have reached the 
point of regarding each other only as mem- 
bers of a people either allied with us or 
against us and our approach, prejudice, 
sympathy or antipathy are all conditioned 
by that. 


Now we must rediscover the fact that 
we—all together—are human beings, and 
that we must strive to concede to each 
other what moral capacity we have. Only 
in this way can we begin to believe that 
in other peoples as well as in ourselves 
there will arise the need for a new spirit, 
which can be the beginning of a feeling 
of mutual trustworthiness towards each 
other. 


The spirit is a mighty force for trans- 
forming things. We have seen it at work 
as the spirit of evil which virtually threw 
us back, from striving towards a culture 
of the spirit, into barbarism. Now let us 
set our hopes on the spirit bringing peoples 
and nations back to an awareness of 
culture. 


At this stage we have the choice of two 
risks ; the one lies in continuing the mad 
atomic arms race, with its danger of an 
unavoidable atomic war in the near future ; 
the other in the renunciation of nuclear 


\ 


UN’s task | 





Once agreement on renunciation of 
nuclear arms has been reached it would 
be the responsibility of the United Nations 
to ensure that now as in the future they 
would be neither made nor used. The 
danger that one nation or another might 
hit on the idea of manufacturing nuclear 
weapons will have to be borne in mind for 
some considerable time. We must consider 
ourselves lucky that they are not yet in the 
possession of other peoples somewhere in 
the world. ? 


The problem of how far disarmament 
and renunciation of all weapons can go 
will have to be investigated, because the 
second world war showed what terrible des- 
truction conventional weapons can cause, 
destruction which the development of 


\ rockets has potentially and vastly increased. 


One wishes that agreement could be reached 
\immediately to renounce rockets and mis- 
siles, but this can only come as a result of 
a spiritual advance everywhere which as yet 
it, is difficult to visualise. 


The first step 


RINGO CIM, 





Of all the very difficult problems the 
future holds, the most difficult will be the 
rights of access of over-populated countries 
to neighbouring lands. But if in our time 
we renounce nuclear arms we shall have 
taken the first step on the way to the distant 
goal of the end to all wars. If we do not 
do this we remain on the road that leads 
in the near future to atomic war and 
misery. 


Those who are to meet at the Summit 
must be aware of this, so that they can 
negotiate with propriety, with an adequate 
degree of seriousness and with a full sense 
of responsibility. The Summit Conference 
must not fail: public opinion will not this 
time accept failure to agree on the renuncia- 
tion of nuclear weapons which is so 
essential to peace. 


Copyright 1958 by Dr. Albert Schweitzer. 
Published by Peace News Ltd., 3 Blackstock Road, 


London, N.4, and Printed in Great Britain by Fish 
& Cook Ltd., 135 Fonthill Road, N.4. 











A Question of Demagogy 


JN your Editorial “A Question of 

Demogogy”’ you touch a very sore 
spot. It’s true, I think, that the Con- 
servative attitude to Summit Talks is 
more honest than Labour’s. Mr. Gait- 
skell’s proposal for conditional sus- 
pension of tests and temporary halting 
of rocket site building cannot be taken 
seriously, for we know as well as you 
do that the Government, with its 
majority in the Commons, will not 
concede our point. 

But Michael Scott is equally wrong if he 
believes that people in a democratic coun- 
try can get what they want in politics by 
turning their backs on politicians and par- 
ties. In suggesting such a thing Michael 
Scott is as “dishonest” as the politicians 
he condemns.. The difficulty in all this 
arises because neither the Labour Move- 
ment nor the pacifists have correctly diag- 
nosed the root problem. 

On the other hand, Mr. Macmillan, who 
fully understands it, just assumes that the 
only possible solution is politically un- 
acceptable; therefore, being honest, he tells 


‘his supporters there’s nothing to be done 


but keep the powder dry. 

The cardinal issue is, of course, national 
sovereignty. If weapons of war are to be 
“outlawed ” there must be law above the 
nations to do it; if there is to be effective 
law, the nations will cease to be sovereign; 
the right and power to use national force 
will have been taken away from them and 
transferred to the supra-national law- 
making authority. 

Now, the Conservatives do not believe 
their supporters would pay this price for 
peace. As conservative electors have 
never been invited to do so and have never 
had the necessity explained to them, Mr. 
Macmillan is probably right in his present 
assumption. 

Meanwhile Labour is convinced that if 
only they were in office things would be 
very different. Consequently it stubbornly 
closes its eyes to the root problem. 

In exactly the same vein Mr. Scott and 
the pacifists also suppose that if only they 
had their way peace would prevail. 

Convinced of their own political integrity, 
neither of these parties realises that the 
problem of peace is not the negative ques- 
tion of refusing to fight or foreswearing 
the bomb; it is the positive problem of 
creating supra-national government. 

A community is able to be peaceful only 
where law and order prevails and is en- 
forceable. This is as true of the Alder- 








Criticism of Campaign 


RANK ALLAUN complains, in your 

issue of April 18, of the absence from 
the platforms of the Campaign for Nuclear 
Disarmament of spokesmen for the work- 
ing class movement, 

The Labour Parties, Co-operative Parties, 
Trades Councils, Trade Unions and Co- 
operative Women’s Guilds are represented 
on all of our 170 local groups and com- 
mittees and are playing a large part in the 
organisation of the Campaign and of the 
public meetings which are being held. 

When these committees ask us to provide 
Members of Parliament and Trade Union 
speakers we do so, and for instance, as 
Frank Allaun knows, the Secretary of the 
Manchester Trades Council will be one of 
the speakers at the Manchester meeting in 
the Free Trade Hall on May 21, 

The fact is that very few of these com- 
mittees, on which the Labour movement is 
well represented, are at the moment asking 
for Members of Parliament as speakers. 
Many of the speakers are of course 
members of the Labour Party, but not 
Members of  Parliament—CANON  L. 
JOHN COLLINS, Chairman, Campaign for 


Nuclear Disarmament, 146 Fleet  St., 
London, E.C.4, 
Foreign policy 

thinks that a Labour 


ANYONE who 

majority in Parliament would make 
any difference to our foreign policy is a 
self-deceiving mug.—RHODA CLARKE, 36 
Prospect Rd., Brixham. 


P.N. and the Labour Party 


AM a pacifist, a member of the Labour 

Party, and a Labour Councillor, As a 
regular reader of. your paper I must say 
that I find your continued attacks on the 
Labour Party rather exasperating ! 

Let us face realities, and that no political 
party would have the least chance of being 
elected to power if it gave an undertaking 


LETTERS 


— 
to abolish all armed forces or even to 
abolish nuclear weapons, 

By all means let us preach pacifism in 
season and out of season, but let us not 
attack those who are attempting to proceed 
in the right direction more slowly.—C. 
BERNARD CLARK, 46 Lyndhurst Rd., 
Wolverhampton. 


Total disarmament 


wey is it so much easier to find 

workers ready to spill their vitality 
over nuclear disarmament than it is to 
work for total disarmament? 

Let pacifists continue to work for their 
objective simply because we believe that 
all weapons of warfare are wrong. 

To ban nuclear warfare would reduce 
fear, but only total disarmament can bring 
total peace—FRANCES E. MORGAN, 
78a Norman Road, St, Leonards-on-Sea, 


Mikardo and the Bomb 


I AM no “pure and righteous” pacifist 

and I am not a member of any religious 
organisation. I am a “rank and file” 
member of the Labour Party (VFS mem- 
bership card No, 786), who has fully shared 
in the “donkey work” of the last two 
decades, 

My concern, along with many others, is 
to stop the Labour Party leadership (before 
it wins office) from playing the “ dirty 
game” of the Tory Government’s “ Great 
Deterrent” policy. 

A temporary stoppage of H-bomb tests 
is only a palliative, 

The likeable Mr, Mikardo has suggested 
we pin our hopes to the next Labour Party 
Conference to “reverse the decision of the 
TAS een? 

We are not content to take the risk of 
leaving the success of the campaign to the 
mercy of the card vote at Annual Confer- 
ence, 

Make no mistake about it, we are in no 
mood to tolerate the weaker Members of 
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Parliament who try to keep on fooling us 
with their excuses of “ party lines,” etcetera. 

If necessary (I sincerely wish it would 
not be necessary, as I have a wife and son 
and much else to occupy me), after all the 
customary ‘‘democratic” methods have 
been exhausted, many campaigners will 
seek to enhance our democratic way of life 
by stronger means. Those may have to 
include orderly non-violent resistance in 
civil disobedience to those “party lines” 
which disenfranchise us——OWEN DAVID 
EVANS, 12 Elmwood Rd., London, S.E.24. 


Lord Dowding 
i NYONE who isn’t a pacifist in this 
nuclear age is. an ass.” 

This was said by Lord Dowding, Chief. of 
the Fighter Command in the Battle of 
Britain to Henry Fielding, of the Daily 
Herald, 

Lord Dowding is a vegetarian and a 
spiritualist. ‘‘ The glories of being a soldier 
are in the past,” he said—A, H, CAD- 
BURY, 57 Glen View Rd., Shipley, York- 
shire. 


Walks for Peace 
I SUGGEST an International Association 
of Walkers for Peace be organised to 
enable a simultaneous series of Walks for 
Peace to be directed to nearly all nuclear 
weapons factories and/or centres of govern- 
ment on the earth—RICHARD BAKER, 
South Fork Route, Moorefield, West 
Virginia, USA, 
‘Gandhi’s Political Theory’ 
ITHER I was not clear or Wilfred 
Wellock (PN, Apr. 18) did not under- 
stand my letter (PN, Mar. 28). My point 
was not that W.W. did not appreciate that 
Gandhi’s thinking was constantly develop- 
ing, but that W.W.’s statement that Gandhi 
“hadn’t a philosophy’ was not correct. 
Also I was not objecting to a lack of 
quotations in his review, but to there being 
only one sentence about the book itself 
in the article—GENE SHARP, Fulham 
Road, Kensington, London, S.W.10. 











Accra: This was a moment of history 


"THE more one thinks of the Confer- 
ence of the cight independent 
African States at Accra the more 
significant it becomes. 
The States are so varied in their poli- 


tical character, race and religion that only 
convictions and /emotions verv fundamental 


By Fenner Brockway, MP 
Chairman, Movement for Colonial Freedom 


strangely, Liberia in modern times has en- 
joyed independence longest, thanks to the 
return of her slaves from America and their 
emancipation. 


They called for the ending of all 
nuclear preparations for war. They pro- 
tested passionately against the fact that 
the civilised nations should be planning 
to invade their continent, the deserts of 
the Sahara, with nuclear tests. 

Is it not ironical that Africa should give 


tal atu tbsaetael 
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assumption. 

Meanwhile Labour is convinced that if 
only they were in office things would be 
very different. Consequently it stubbornly 
closes its eyes to the root problem. 

In exactly the same vein Mr. Scott and 
the pacifists also suppose that if only they 
had their way peace would prevail. 

Convinced of their own political integrity, 
neither of these parties realises that the 
problem of peace is not the negative ques- 
tion of refusing to fight or foreswearing 
the bomb; it is the positive problem of 
creating supra-national government. 

A community is able to be peaceful only 
where law and order prevails and is en- 
forceable. This is as true of the Alder- 
maston marchers as it is of the nations— 
only over the nations there is presently no 
law, therefore no peace. 

When Michael Scott and Ian Mikardo 
both understand this simple fact, and 
stoutly proclaim it, they will prove Mac- 
millan wrong. For it will then be found 
that the solution is politically acceptable: 
the electors will be ready, nay, they will 
be anxious, to end national sovereignty to 
achieve peace. 

But until the ‘“ Left’? understands the 
basic problem and loudly emphasises the 
teal price we must pay for peace, it will 
continue to seem to the “ Right” as “ dis- 
honest” as Mr. Mikardo now seems to 
you. 

That will be a great pity, for this is so 
grave a problem I’m sure none of us is 
being deliberately dishonest; only some are 
misguided.—_HENRY USBORNE, M_.P., 
House of Commons, London, S.W.1, 


MAY I put a different point of view from 

your statements in the Peace News 
editorial of April 15, “A Question of 
Demagogy ” ? 

I suggest that the thousands roused on 
the issue of the H-bomb would provide a 
real impetus and inspiration to the Labour 
Party if they joined its ranks and ended 
their frustration by changing its policy by 
the democratic methods which this country 
above all others has evolved through cen- 
turies of struggle. 

We have a system of political life in this 
country of which we have every reason to 
be proud if we can show that we are pre- 
pared to give a moral lead by taking a 
collective responsibility for peace, through 
the difficult but essentially British way of 
democratic political action. FELICITY 
BOLTON, 35 Frederick Road, Edgbaston, 
Birmingham 15, 


See ‘* Question of Demagogy,”’ page 4 


Labour Party rather exasperating ! 

Let us face realities, and that no political 
party would have the least chance of being 
elected to power if it gave an undertaking 
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mercy of the card vote at Annual Confer- 
ence, 

Make no mistake about it, we are in no 
mood to tolerate the weaker Members of 
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quotations in his review, but to there being 
only one sentence about the book itself 
in the article—GENE SHARP, Fulham 
Road, Kensington, London, S.W.10. 








Accra: This was a moment of history 


HE more one thinks of the Confer- 

ence of the eight independent 
African States at Accra the more 
significant it becomes. 

The States are so varied in their poli- 
tical character, race and religion that only 
convictions and emotions very fundamental 
and deep could establish unity between 
them. Yet the unity was found. 

Of the eight, Sudan and Ghana alone 
have Parliamentary democracy as we under- 
stand it in Britain. Ethiopia and Morocco 
are monarchies with final power vested in 
Emperor and Sultan. The United Arab 
Republic is near a one-party dictatorship. 
Liberia is modelled very imperfectly on the 
American system of government. Tunisia 
and Libya, one with a President and one 
with a monarch, are still reaching out 
towards democracy, 


Thread of unity 


The Arab Republic, Tunisia, Morocco, 
Sudan and Libya are Moslem, Ethiopia, 
Ghana and Liberia are “black” African. 
ship are Christian, 

The four North African States are Arab. 
Ghana and Liberia are “black” African. 
Sudan is a racial bridge between them. 

Their historical backgrounds contrast. 
Egypt is as old as the records of man. 
Ethiopia and Morocco go far back into his- 
tory. All three have been imperial powers. 
Sudan is neither old nor young. Ghana 
and Liberia are new States, 

It would be difficult to select in any con- 
tinent a group of States more mixed, Their 
coming together at all was remarkable. 
Their community of political purpose is a 
portent. How did it happen ? 

The dominant thread of their unity was 
pride in a newly-recognised nationhood. 
Egypt may date back to the Pharoahs, but 
five years ago British troops occupied her 


soil. The Emperor of Ethiopia was a 
refugee in Britain during the war, his 
country Occupied by Italian forces. The 


Sultan of Morocco was a French prisoner 
in Madagascar four years ago, 

Sudan has had less than five years of in- 
dependence. Ghana only one year. Libya’s 
independence dates since the war. Rather 


By Fenner Brockway, MP 
Chairman, Movement for Colonial Freedom 


strangely, Liberia in modern times has en- 
joyed independence longest, thanks to the 
return of her slaves from America and their 
emancipation, 

This exultation in the prestige of sove- 
reignty was the first emotion; but it was 
accompanied by a_ second feeling, bigger 
and broader, 

They were all African. At least, with 
the Egyptian section of the Arab Union, 
all were African. Africa before had been 
regarded as the dark continent. Now, for 
the first time, its independent States were 
joining to challenge recognition in the 
world, challenging recognition as commu- 
nities of dynamic spirit, living, creative, 
the voice of an emerging continent, This 
was a moment of history. 

They saw themselves as the forerunners 
of the whole continent. They identified 
themselves with the liberation struggle in 
Algaria; the peoples of Ghana, Liberia and 
Ethiopia did so as emphatically as the Arab 
peoples of the north. They identified them- 
selves with the liberation movements of 
East and Central Africa; the peoples of 
Egypt, Tunisia and Morocco did so as em- 
phatically as the peoples south of the 
Sahara, 


Mission in Africa and world 

They declared themselves against racial 
discrimination everywhere on the continent, 
thinking of white domination in the Union 
of South Africa and the Rhodesias. They 
were conscious of their solidarity with the 
politically imprisoned Africans of Belgian 
Congo and Portuguese Angola. They re- 
joiced in the awakening in French Equa- 
torial and West Africa. There was regret 
in their hearts that Nigeria, the largest 
nation of them all, was not already inde- 
pendent to join them. 

They were not content with their mission 
in Africa. They are sovereign States, with 
a part to play in the counsels of the world. 
Their voice here was raised for peace, They 
had no share in the division of the Great 
Powers of the earth into two  insanities 
threatening all mankind with annihilation. 


They called for the ending of all 
nuclear preparations for war. They pro- 
tested passionately against the fact that 
the civilised nations should be planning 
to invade their continent, the deserts of 
the Sahara, with nuclear tests, 

Is it not ironical that Africa should give 
a lead to modernised America, to cultured 
Europe, to revolutionary Russia in eman- 
cipation from the obsession of war ? 


Conference of the peoples 


This was a Conference of Africa’s inde- 
pendent States. It will be followed, before 
many months, by a Conference of the 
peoples. They will come from the terri- 
tories which are still within the Empires of 
Western Europe. They will escape across 
the frontiers of South Africa. They will 
come as an irresistible wave to sweep away 
all race superiority and domination, 

This is the great emancipation of our 
time. We are not yet wise enough to ad- 
just our thinking or practice to it, We are 
juggling with a few more African seats in 
legislatures, with a few more African votes 
in nicely balanced franchises, with a few 
more roads and schools and power stations. 
We are being left behind in the sweep of 
the new African self-reliance. 

The representatives from the eight inde- 
pendent States who met in Accra read on 
Nkrumah’s statue the declaration that first 
must come political freedom and then all 
will be added to it. One sees ugly poverty, 
disease, ignorance in Africa; one wants to 
end them. But this is the lesson of our 
time: the deepest passion among all peoples, 
until satisfied, is for nationhood, for an end 
to alien occupation, for race equality. It 
is the passion which is sweeping Africa, 

Only when this urge is met shall we be 
able to build social and economic equality 
and internationalism, including the sharing 
of the wealth of the world so that poverty 
and disease and ignorance are ended. 

This is the meaning of the conference of 
the eight independent States at Accra. This 
will be the meaning, still more, of the con- 
ference of African peoples which is to 
come. Shall we understand in time ? 


Copyright in India and Africa reserved 
to author. 
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“1 renounce war and | will never 
support or sanction another ” 
This pledge, signed by each member, is 


the basis, of the Peace Pledge Union. 
Send YOUR pledge to PPU Headquarters 
DICK SHEPPARD HOUSE 
6, Endsleigh Street London, W.C.I 


HOLIDAYS 


For Peace News readers 
IF YOU HAVE ACCOMMODATION 


TO OFFER 
or any other holiday service 
ADVERTISE IT IN PEACE NEWS 
Peace News Holiday Bureau offers a free 
Holiday Advice Service to readers, and 
distributes advertisers’ brochures without 

charge. 
PEACE NEWS‘LTD. 
3 Blackstock Road, London, 














N.4 








THE MONTGOMERY 
STORY 


The full-colour strip-cartoon booklet of the nen- 
violent bus beycott as recently serialised in Peace 
News. 


Price Is. (postage 2d) 
Distributed for the American FoR by 


HOUSMANS BOOKSHOP 


(the Peace News booksellers) 
3 Blackstock Road, London N.4 


“THE CHALLENGE OF 
THE H-BOMB” 


Public Meeting 


TRAFALGAR SQUARE, 
3.30 p.m. 
Saturday, May !7 

SPEAKERS :- 

Leslie Hale, M.P. 

Rev. Clifford Macquire 

Stuart Morris 

Canon T. B. Scrutton 

Carol Taylor 
CHAIRMAN :- 

Sybil Morrison 


Standing Joint Pacifist Committee 











STUDENTS AND THE BOMB 


Profiles from the universities’ campaign 
By Margaret Tims 
"THE Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament swept into London University 
towards the end of the spring term and, following the lead of the London 
School of Economics and University College, it now has representatives in 


twenty colleges. 


A Staff Committee on Defence has also 
been formed, under the Chairmanship of 
Prof. D. V. Glass. 


Chairman of the LSE Committee is 
William Crampton, a second-year sociology 
student specialising in anthropology. In- 
tense and bearded beyond his tweny-one 
years, he is an active member of the 
Labour Party and of the Church of Eng- 
land. He is also Chairman of the LSE 
United Nations Student Association, a 
flourishing group with about 80 members. 
Out of 1,500 full-time students about 400 
belong to political societies; all of these, 
except the Conservatives, are supporting 
the Campaign, and others have come in 
who do not belong to any party. 


William Crampton believes that the 
strategic and political reasons for nuclear 
disarmament by. Britain are overwhelming, 
and he bases his case mainly on these 
grounds. Students distrust an emotional 
appeal, he says, and are on the whole un- 
moved by a moral one; but they can be 
won over by reasoned argument. Part of 
this argument is that Britain cannot be de- 
fended in a nuclear war; and that by re- 
nunciation of nuclear weapons she would 
secure a bargaining advantage in negotia- 
tion. 

He does, however, admit to a conscien- 
tious objection to nuclear weapons. He 
had no objection to doing his national 
service, but regards himself as “a soldier 
with a conscience.” Of all the wars in his- 
tory, he says he would only have fought in 
the Spanish Civil War and the war against 
Hitler, 

Helping him in the campaign is his 
fiancee Jill Harrington, who is also study- 
ing sociology. She says the _ women 
students were completely apathetic about 
politics, which they regarded simply as 
something that happens in Westminster, 
until they became aroused over nuclear 
tests and the danger to future generations. 
Now as many women as men are active in 


| the campaign. 


Secretary of the 
King’s College 
Campaign 
Committee. A 
decided young 
woman of 19, 
she comes from 
Manchester, is 
studying science 
and hopes to 
teach physics. 
She has a merry 
fa iC, 6 8. r- 
mounted by a 
business - like 
bun, and orig- 
inal views on 
most subjects. 





Carol Taylor speaking 

in Hyde Park 
she is both a pacifist and a vegetarian, and 
she has never had serious doubts about her 


By upbringing, 


position. She does not belong to any 
Church or political party. 

She has not so far found King’s College 
very susceptible to pacifism, but she is de- 
bating the subject with a Conservative this 
term and hopes that a Pacifist Society will 
then be formed. Last summer she began 
speaking in Hyde Park for the Young 
Vegetarians. Moving across to the Pacifist 
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glib talk of deterrents which, if they fail 
to deter, will end human history. 


It is more than anger at men who send 
up their H-bombers to attack every 
meteorite which approaches them, or every 
fly which walks across a radar screen, and 
then accuse their opponents of being 
emotional or hysterical in their objection. 

It is more than anger at the unspeakable 
Mr. Foster Dulles and the spiteful wind- 
bags who are his English and Russian 
counterparts. 

It is anger against the whole ill-con- 
ditioned growth of cant, inhumanity and 
double-talk in office, against collusion 
between party leaderships, against leaders 
with a vested interest in international 
strife hecause thev cannot think af a 


Youth Action Group, as she says, “to 
heckle,”. she remained to speak; and she 
now speaks regularly in the park for 
Pacifist Forum. : : 

Carol Taylor disagrees strongly with that 
section of student opinion which holds that 
Britain can renounce her own bombs and 
still rely on the American deterrent. This 
view, she says, lays the campaign open to 
the charge often made against pacifists that 
they leave others to defend them. 

A mass meeting of students will be held 
in London University on May 2 at 6 p.m. 
in the Assembly Hall, University of 
London Union, Mallet St., W.C.1. Speakers 
include Kingsley Martin and Michael 
Tippett. National action is being chan- 
nelled through the Combined Universities 
Committee, a group set up by representa- 
tives from Oxford, Cambridge and London 
which is now in contact with every univer- 
sity in the country. 

At the first meeting of the Committee of 
the Combined Universities Campaign for 
Nuclear Disarmament, held in London on 
April 19, representatives from Oxford, 
Cambridge, London, Leeds, Hull, South- 
ampton, Manchester, Exeter, Durham and 
several training colleges attended. Ob- 
servers from every university were present, 
and messages were received from several 
student bodies in Scotland. 

Similar groups in the United States, Hol- 
land and Denmark are in touch with the 
Central Committee. 

Statisticians at the Nuffield Institute are 
tevising the Oxford referendum on _ the 
H-bomb to eliminate ambiguities.’ The new 
referendum will be carried out in Cam- 
bridge and as many other universities as 
possible early this term. 





Basil Delaine writes from 
S. Rhodesia about 


The Premier without 
a seat 


"THE majority of the white settler 


voters in the crucial Hillside (Bula- 
wayo) by-election have made it clear 
that they prefer partial apartheid to 
raeial partnership. 
That is the main significance in Southern 
Rhodesia of the defeat of Sir Edgar White- 
head—Territorial Prime Minister without a 
seat and Territorial leader of the United 
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tious objection to nuclear weapons. He 
had no objection to doing his national 
service, but regards himself as “a soldier 
with a conscience.” Of all the wars in his- 
tory, he says he would only have fought in 
the Spanish Civil War and the war against 
Hitler. 

Helping him in the campaign is his 
fiancee Jill Harrington, who is also study- 
ing sociology. She says the women 
students were completely apathetic about 
politics, which they regarded simply as 
something that happens in Westminster, 
until they became aroused over nuclear 
tests and the danger to future generations. 
Now as many women as men are active in 
the campaign. 


She has a moral objection to nuclear 


weapons, believing that “you cannot 
defend a moral idea with an immoral 
weapon.” She agreed that this argument 


could apply to other weapons also, but she 
feels the over-riding issue now is that of 
nuclear weapons. She has constructive 
ideas, too, and would like to see Britain 
launching a vast programme of economic 
aid to the poorer countries. | 


a i 
The Chairman of University College 
Campaign Committee is not a student but 
a technician in the Department of 
Phonetics, 28-year-old John Crabbe. He 


, confirmed the view that amongst students 


,the basis of the campaign is mainly 
rational. He himself feels that the moral 
basis is at least as important as that of 
expediency; and perhaps because he is 
older than the average student, he sees the 
connection between the two. | But most 
questions about the campaign, he says, are 
on strategic points, and these have to be 
met. 


The Committee is supported by all poli- 
tical parties except the Conservatives and 
by most of the religious groups; individual 
pacifists are supporting it, although the 
Pacifist Society at UCL is now defunct. 
No, he says, he is not an absolute pacifist. 
But in fact he can conceive of no future 
war to be fought by this country in which 
he would not be a CO. 


In certain circumstances, 
would be prepared to use violence. In no 
circumstances would he use _ nuclear 
weapons, even though their renunciation 
led to a Russian occupation. In that event 
he would like to see the country take a 
King-Hall line, and he would endeavour to 
maintain resistance on a non-violent level. 


A more individual attitude to the cam- 
paign was expressed by Carol Taylor, 


however, he 


Se SEAN VR MVEVESWIALS = WWEEEN TE, 6A Mivy AaiL 
to deter, will end human history. 


It is more than anger at men who send 
up their H-bombers to attack every 
meteorite which approaches them, or every 
fly which walks across a radar screen, and 
then accuse their opponents of being 
emotional or hysterical in their objection. 

It is more than anger at the unspeakable 
Mr. Foster Dulles and the spiteful wind- 
bags who are his English and Russian 
counterparts. 

It is anger against the whole ill-con- 
ditioned growth of cant, inhumanity and 
double-talk in office, against collusion 
between party leaderships, against leaders 
with a vested interest in international 
strife because they cannot think of a 
policy to put in its place, 

It is anger, not unmixed with amuse- 
ment, at the usage by which we described 
Khrushchoy, Eisenhower and Macmillan 
as the Summit. Summit of what ? 

I think this is a wholesome anger. 
Humanity has compromised its self- 

respect far too much, in our lifetimes. Per- 
haps we should be wise not to expect too 
much of the Summit. It is not what goes 
on between the prima donnas which will 
determine the future, but how far the 
public is ready to go in forcing their hand. 

Let us see that it is ready to go to the 
limit. 

All honour to those in Germany who 
are not only opposing nuclear weapons 


but preparing to resist them actively, by, 


industrial action and by civil disobedience. 
Don’t let us be left behind them. 

The leaders, if they wish to remain, 
have their chance to respond now. We do 
not ask them to admit that they have been 
wrong. That is too much to ask of any 
politician. ‘ 

They have found ample pretexts to eat 
their words before. 

We ask that they now find a pretext to 
obey the conscience of decent people. 

Let them find a pretext to rejoin the 
human race. If they do not, it will be 
useless for them to appeal to the con- 
ventions of democracy on issues where 
they have no mandate and dare not ask 
for one. 

The skids are under them, The public 
is not going to be gypped again. This 
time they will have to deal with the un- 
conscientious objectors. 

I think our place in all this is clear. 
Let us get on with the job for which this 
organisation was founded. 

We renounce war, let us exert ourselves 
to turn that renunciation into politically 
effective resistance, now, while the weather 
and the opportunity hold. 





Basil Delaine writes from 
S. Rhodesia about 


The Premier without 


a seat 


"THE majority of the white settler 
voters in the crucial Hillside (Bula- 
wayo) by-election have made it clear 
that they prefer partial apartheid to 
raeial partnership. 

That is the main significance in Southern 
Rhodesia of the defeat of Sir Edgar White- 
head—Territorial Prime Minister without a 
seat' and Territorial leader of the United 
Federal Party—and the shock victory of 
the London-born business man Jack Pain, 
the Dominion party candidate, 

But there are other ramifications. Many 
observers feel that some of the support for 
Jack Pain came from certain of former 
Prime Minister Garfield Todd’s supporters 
—those who were dissatisfied with the 
methods used to heal the recent Party split. 
Anyway, whatever the causes, the Dominion 
Party majority was 87 (Pain 691 votes, 
Whitehead 604). And it is important to 
understand that had more South African 
immigrants in the constituency been 
eligible to vote, the Dominion Party 
majority might have been doubled, 


Welensky’s reaction 

The position is now that Sir Edgar’s re- 
quest for the dissolution of the Southern 
Rhodesia Parliament has been granted. A 
ganeral election follows on June 5. On the 
racial issue alone, victory for the Dominion 
Party—which advocates partial Apartheid— 
is likely. , 

The most interesting and provoking tit- 
bit to have been dropped in political circles 
this week is the rumour that a move is 
afoot to return to the UFP leadership that 
twinkling star of Rhodesian politics—Gar- 
field Todd. ; 

How is Federal Prime Minister Sir Roy 
Welensky reacting to the shocks of the past 
week ? Observers believe that he is very 
worried. 

I leave you with this thought—a thought 
in the minds of most thinking people in the 
Federation today: 

Tf it was Welensky who was behind the 
agitation which ousted Todd from the 
Territorial leadership at the beginning of 
the year—then Todd must be laughing to- 
day, For with the defeat of Todd’s replace- 
ment—Sir Edgar Whitehead, who was sum- 
moned from his post as special representa~ 
tive in America—the whole sordid intrigue 
has blown back into Welensky’s face. 
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DIARY 


As this is a free service we reserve the right to 
aslect for publication notices sent in. We nevertheless 
desire to make it as complete a service as we reason- 
ably can, and therefore urge organisers of events to: 

. Send notices to arrive not later than Mon. a.m. 

2. Include: Date, TOWN, Time, Place (hall, 
Street); nature of event: speakers, organisers (and 
gecretary’s address). 


Friday, May 2 

ABERYSTWYTH: 7 p.m. King's Hall. Public 
Meeting: ‘‘ The Implicatio&s of Nuclear Weapons 
for Britain.’’ Speakers : Lord Russell, O.M., F.R.S., 
Prof. J. Rotblat, M.A., Ph.D., D.Sc., Lt.-Col, P. 
Lort Phillips, D.S.0., D.L., Principal Rev. Pennar 
Davies, B.A., B.Litt., Ph.D. Tickets 2s., from Dr. 
Mansel Davies, Talfan, Stanley Road. 

LONDON, S.W.11: 8 p.m.; Sir Walter St. John’s 
School, Battersea High St. Campaign. for Nuclear 
Disarmament. Public Meeting. Speakers: Sir ‘ 
Acland, Mrs. Marie Jenkins, Mr. Sydney Osborne. 
Chairman: Mr. Morris Lee. 

LONDON, W.4: 7.45 p.m.; Chiswick Town Hall. 
Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament. Public Meet- 
ing. Speakers: Miles Malleson, James Cameron, 
D. G. Arnott. Chairman: Reginald Redman. 

Saturday, May 3 J 

BIRMINGHAM: 2.15 p.m.; Bull St. Meeting 
House. Poster Parade. Nuclear Disarmament. 

EXETER : 7.30 p.m.; Civic Hall, Queen St. Cam- 
paign for Nuclear Disarmament. Public Meeting. 
Speakers : Sir Richard Acland, John Foot, Catherine 


Williamson, May Kelly. Chairman: The Rey. K. 
Richardson. ; 
Sunday, May 4 

LONDON, W.C.1: 3 p.m.; Tudor Room, 
Shaftesbury Hotel, Monmouth St. Sixth Lecture 
in ‘‘ Non-violence and Social Change’ series: 
““The emergent philosophy ; non-violent revolu- 
tion.’’ Gene Sharp, MA. Free admission ; collec- 
tion. The 1957 Committee. 

‘ Monday, May 5 

GUILDFORD: 7.30 p.m.; Congregational Hall, 
North St. Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament. 


“Public Meeting. Speakers: A. J. 
Jones, Dr. James Topping. 
‘Tuesday May 6 

BIRMINGHAM: 7.45 p.m.; 19 Newark Croft, 
Sheldon, PPU Sheldon Group; members’ meeting. 

LONDON, N.4: 8 p.m.; Finsbury Pk. Methodist 
Church. Film: *‘ Shadow of Hiroshima.’’ Speakers: 
Rey. Derrick Greaves, MA, Sydney Osborne. 

Wednesday, May 7 

LONDON, N.4: 7 p.m.; ‘‘ Peace News’ Office, 
3 Blackstock Rd. Meeting to discuss setting up of 
new Youth Action Group. Students and young 


P.. Taylor, Mervyn 


people particularly welcome. 


Thursday, May 8 

HALIFAX: 7.30 p.m. Friends’ Meeting House, 
Clare Road. Public Meeting. Speaker : Stuart 
Morris, M.A., *' Total Peace—We Say Yes.’’ Orgd. 
by F.O.R., PPU and Soc. of Friends. 

LONDON, E.8: 8 p.m.; Hackney Town Hall, 
Mare St. Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament. 
Public Meeting. Speakers: The Mayor of Hackney, 
Alderman B. Cohen, JP, H. W. Butler, JP, MP, 
James Cameron, Canon L. J. Collins, Rabbi Andre 
Ungar and K. Zilliacus, MP. 

LONDON, E.: 8 p.m.; Friends’ Meeting House, 
Bush Rd., Leytonstone. ** The Hidden Persuaders.’’ 


Speaker: Leslie Strudwick. E.10 and E.11 PPU 
Group. s 
Friday, May 9 
BELFAST: 8 p.m. Donegall Sq. Methodist 
Church. Public Meeting: ‘‘ The Failure of Vio- 


lence.’’ Speaker : Pastor Martin Niemoeller, S.O.F. 

HEREFORD: 8 p.m.; Greenland Hall, YMCA, St. 
Owen St. Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament. 
Public Meeting. Speakers: Harold Steele and Rey. 


John Ralphs. 

LONDON, S.W.6: Local Tribunal for COs: 
Fulham Town Hall (opposite Fulham Broadway 
Und.). 10.30 a.m., 1.15 p.m. Public admitted. 


LONDON, S.W.18: 7.30 p.m.; 13 Elsenham St., 


Southfields (bus 39, Southfields Und. Stn.); The 
Vedanta Movement. Fortnightly talk by Swami 
Avyaktananda on Vedanta, Christianity and 


Pacifism in Church history 
Rev. LEWIS MACLACHLAN, M.A., reviews 


Christian Pacifism in History, by Geoffrey F, Nuttall. 


10s, 6d, 


Basil Blackwell, 81 pp. index. 


"THIS is probably the first time that a competent historian has put on record 
the emergence of pacifism as a feature of the Christian faith. 


Dr, Nuttall has not attempted a com- 
plete history of pacifism which would have 
required a much longer, and perhaps less 
readable, volume. He has rather shown us 
pacifism as it has appeared, a minority and 
persecuted faith, at various periods of 
Church history from the first century to the 
present day. 

Some readers. may be disappointed that 
so much has been left out, but the. purpose 
of the work—based on a series of lectures 
given at a conference of the Fellowship of 
Reconciliation in 1957—“is rather to ex- 
pound pacifism by showing it in its his- 
torical settings, and to stimulate the desire 
to understand its true foundations and im- 
plications by giving us examples of the 
renunciation of war as it has arisen in 
various situations of ‘religious life, 

Though it is with Christian pacifism that 
Dr. Nuttall is concerned, all students of 
non-violence will be interested in his expert 
exposition of pacifism in its relation to the 
protest against idolatry and tyranny in one 
age after another. Readers will be pro- 
voked to re-examine the grounds of their 
own belief, and to put it into a right his- 
torical perspective, 

It remains for someone to trace in 
greater details the rise of pacifism in our 
own century, and to tell the ‘story of the 
pacifist minorities which are now present in 
all the churches, and of the world revolt 
against war. The peace movement will be 





Birth of a nation 


The New Ghana, by J. G. Amamoo. 
London, Pan Books, 2s, 6d. 


MY heart warmed towards the 27-year- 
old author of this book when I read 
that after winning his way by scholarships 
from a local missionery school to the Uni- 
versity College of Ghana, and then work- 
ing for some while as a journalist and 
school teacher, he had now come to London 
to study medicine because “my country 
now needs more doctors than writers.” 
In this he shows an awareness of the 
problems and needs of a new nation that 
is apparent all through his book, which is 


fortunate if the eventual writer of this his- 
tory has the historical sense and the reli- 
gious insight that characterise Dr, Nuttall’s 
book, 





A youthful experience 


The Pleasant Stranger, by Robert Mac- 

Cuish. MacLellan, 15s, 

NE of the most thrilling and difficult 

times in life is when, eagerly or un- 
willingly, sometimes unconsciously, the 
adolescent first establishes adult relation- 
ship with a member of the opposite sex. 
One of the disheartening facts of life is the 
inevitability with which, in the confidence 
of later experience, so many people forget 
what it was like, and treat the next genera- 
tion with so little sympathy or under- 
standing, 

In this short novel the experience of one 
youth is told in an interesting and sensitive 
story that may set many remembering their 
own past emotions, 


The production of. the book is unusual 
and pleasant; the pages are embellished 
with simple expressive drawings in colour 
by the author ; the front cover has a decor- 
ative design stamped on the cloth, T.R.D. 





Unorthodox opinions 


Evolution for Beginners, by Michael 
Byrom. Linden Press, 10s, 6d. 


HE writer of this book is described on 

the jacket as a 31-year-old artist-philo- 
sopher, an Outsider and an Angry Young 
Man. That should not be permitted to 
stop you from reading it, 

The volume contains seven essays, the 
first of which provides the title. Others 
deal with Darwin, Freud and Schopenhauer 
(why is it that these three have such an 
awful fascination for amateur philoso- 
phers ?), films, the Christian Gospel and 
Death on the Roads, 

None of the subjects is dealt with at 
great length or depth, the treatment con- 
sisting rather of a number of vigorously 
expressed and generally unorthodox 
opinions, but the insight is extraordinarily 
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(Box No. 1s. extra). Please don’t send stamps im 
Payment, except for odd pence. Address for Box No, 
replies : Peace News, 3 Blackstock Rd., Londn, N.4. 


LATEST TIME for copy: Monday morning, 

Whilst the policy of Peace News is not to restrict 
any concern or individual from advertising in these 
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MEETINGS 


“KEEPING FIT IN LONDON.” Anne Cornock- 
Taylor, Chas. Neil, Morris Muirhead. Question- 
tae, bacrigigeseeet A. ay ee RD. Thursday, 

y 8, 7.30. Caxton Hall, S.W. 2s. 6d. L iH 
Natural Health Society, ; enon 


HOLIDAY ACCOMMODATION 

A VEGETARIAN GUEST HOUSE in the heart 
of the Lake District, Rothay Bank, Cauca 
Westmorland, offers comfortable rooms ‘and exp 
planned meals, attention to those requiring rest as 
well as facilities for walkers, climbers, motorists. 
Large garden with views of felis.—Isabel James. 
Telephone ; Grasmere 334. 

BED BREAKFAST; double only, £2 2s. : 
Page, 15 Coghurst Rd., Ore, Hastings. ee 


CARDIGAN BAY. Vegetarian Guest House: sea 
bathing, mountain walking, 6 gns. Trevor and Mary 
Jepson, Brackenhurst, Fairbourne, Merioneth. 

DERBYSHIRE HILLS. ‘The Briars,” Vegetarian 
Guest House. Comfortable House. Good food. En- 
joyable company. Beautiful countryside. Brochure 
from Mr. and Mrs. Heymans, Crich, near Matlock, 
Derbyshire. 

SWANAGE. Vegetarian guest house overlooking 
sea. Home-made bread, cakes, salads. Own gardem 
oitia a BD eee agers  Beaaerd catering. 

ren’s playroom. rochure : Idings, 
ney, Park Rd. Phone 2804. Pee ate 


ACCOMMODATION 


HOMELY ACCOMMODATION and folly good food 
for visitors and permanent guests, CANonbury 1349, 
Telkea Shayler, 27 Hamiiton Pk., N.5 

EDUCATION 

SPEAKING AND WRITING lessons (correspon- 
dence, visit), 5s. Dorothy Matthews, BA, 32 Primrose 
Hill Rd., London, N.W.3. PRimrose 5686. 


FOR SALE 
INEXPENSIVE Extension Ladders. 
and material guaranteed. 
12 Clare Rd., Cardiff. 


SMALLHOLDING, 91 acres. Good stone house, 
modernised, good condition, central heating, bath, 
el Mains Hae is Feces, 2 reception, 
itchen, cowhouse, outbuildings. 5 mil leob 
Mortimer. £2,650.’ Box 779. ee eee 


HOUSMANS GIFT SELECTION for birthdays, 
etc. Attractive simulated leather Writing Cases 
10s. 6d. (9d.) and Ss. 6d. (6d.); Zip Fastener Writ- 
ing Cases 16s. 6d. (1s.); Wallets 3s. 6d. (4d.); 
ae ca ena 3s. ee ae Gift Cabinets 
8. 3 ildren’s Statione: allets 2s. 6d. '(4d.); 
Photograph Albums 4s. 6d. (6d.) aa} 


-), and 2s. 6d. (4d. 
re covers. Please add postage as in Sraceate 


rofits to PEACE NEWS, Housmans Bookshop 
3 Blackstock Road, London, N.4. O ays. 
Fridays, 9 a.m.-6 p.m. i Peres 
PEACE POSTCARDS: ‘Two Mules’ 
Gandhi quotations; ‘‘ Peaceful England "’ (pictures 
and quotations); ‘ Father Forgive Them” (Youth 
crucified in war). Each 9d. dozen (postage 2d.). 
Housmans, 3 Blackstock Road, London, N.4. 
eee selections ioe books and pamphlets supplied 
Sale or return’ for mectings of all kinds. HOUS- 
MANS BOOKSHOP, the Peace News bi 
Blackstock Rd., London, N.4, ee 


LITNRATURE 
QUAKERISM. Information and literature Tespect! 
the Faith and Practice of the Religious Soca 
Friends, free on application to Friends’ Home Service 
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L : Workmanship 
Price lists from Roberts, 
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Mare St. Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament. 
Public Meeting. Speakers: The Mayor of Hackney, 
Alderman B. Cohen, JP, H. W. Butler, JP, MP, 
James Cameron, Canon L. J. Collins, Rabbi Andre 
Ungar and K. Zilliacus, MP. 

LONDON, E.; 8 p.m.; Friends’ Meeting House, 


Bush Rd., Leytonstone. *‘ The Hidden Persuaders.’’ 
Speaker: Leslie Strudwick. E.10 and E.11 PPU 
Group. i 

Friday, May 9 


BELFAST: 8 p.m. 
Church. Public Meeting: 
lence.’’ Speaker : Pastor Martin Niemoeller, S.O.F. 
4 HEREFORD: 8 p.m.; Greenland Hall, YMCA, St. 
Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament. 
Speakers: Harold Steele and Rev. 


Owen St. 
Public Meeting. 
John Ralphs. 
LONDON, S.W.6: Local Tribunal for COs: 


Donegall Sq. Methodist 


“The Failure of Vio- 


Fulham Town Hall (opposite Fulham Broadway 
Und,). 10.30 a.m., 1.15 p.m. Public admitted. 
LONDON, S.W.18: 7.30 p.m.; 13 Elsenham St., 
Southfields (bus 39, Southfields Und. Stn.); The 
Vedanta Movement. Fortnightly talk by Swami 
Ayyaktananda on Vedanta, Christianity and 
Spiritual Communism : ‘ Centralisation and Decen- 


tralisation,’’ Meditation and Discussion. 


Saturday, May 10 

BIRMINGHAM: 2.15 

House, Poster Parade. 
EPSOM: 3. p.m.; 


p.m.; Bull St. Meeting 

Nuclear Disarmament. 

3 St. Martin's Ave. Poster 
Parade for May 16 Meeting and protest against 
nuclear warfare. Volunteers please write Epsom & 

\ District Peace Fellowship, Ailsa Duncan (Sec.), 55 
Culverhay, Ashtead, Surrey. 

Sunday, May 11 
LONDON, W.C.1: p-m.; Lounge, Ivanhoe 
Hotel, Gt. Russell St. Seventh Lecture in ‘‘ Non» 
violence and Social Change ’’ series: ‘‘ Non-violent 
resistance.’’ Gene Sharp, MA. Free admission ; 
collection, The 1957 Committee. 
Monday, May 12 
BIRMINGHAM : 7.30 p.m.; Town 
Speakers: Dr. J. Fremlin, Rt. Rev. Michael 
. Parker (Bishop of Aston), A. J, P. Taylor. Chair- 
man: Dr. H. G. Wood. Tickets 1s. and s.a.e. 
from Secretary, 44 King Charles Rd., Birmingham 
32, and certain bookstalls. 
BIRMINGHAM: 8 p.m.; 221 Vicarage Rd., Kings 
‘Heath. Meeting of Kings Heath & Cotteridge PPU 
Group. . Probable speaker: Harold Steele. 
Wednesday, May 14 
' LONDON, S.W.4: 8 p.m.; 27 Clapham Pk. Rd. 
(Clapham Common Tube). Speaker: Hilda von 
Klenze: ‘‘ Non-Violence.’’ Clapham & Dis. PPU. 
Thursday, May 15 
LONDON, E.: 8 p.m.; Friends’ Meeting House, 
Bush Rd., Leytonstone. ‘‘ Christian Basis of Peace.’’ 
Speaker: Rev. Norman Motley, PPU and FoR. 
Friday, May 16 
EPSOM: 7.30 p.m.; Lecture Hall, Upper High St. 
{ Public Meeting, ‘‘ The Great Deterrent?’’ Alex 
Comfort, MRCS, LRCP, and John. Loverseed, AFC. 
Epsom & District Peace Fellowship. 


Hall. 


kwery week: £ 


SUNDAYS 
LONDON : 3 p.m.; Hyde Park, Speakers’ Corner. 
Pacifist Forum. 
SATURDAYS AND SUNDAYS 
LONDON + Weckend Workcamps, cleaning and 
. tedecorating the homes of old-age pensioners. IVS, 
72 Oakley Sq., London, N.W.1. 7 
TUESDAYS 
MANCHESTER: 1-2 p.m.; Deansgate Blitz 
Christian pacifist open-air mtg, Local 
ministers and others. MPF. 
THURSDAYS 
LEYTONSTONE: 8 p.m.; Friends’ Mtg. Ho., Bush 
Road. E.10 and E.11 Group. PPU. 
LONDON, W.C.1: 1.20-1.40 p.m.; Church of St. 
. George the Martyr, Queen Sq., Southampton Row. 
Weekly lunch-hour Service of Intercession for World 
Peace. Conducted by Clergy and laymen of different 


' denominations. 
FRIDAYS 
BIRMINGHAM : 5 p.m. onwards ; Bull Street Meet- 
' ng House (outside) Peace News Selling. 
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Site, 
Methodist 


DITTIY OF dad Natlon 


The New Ghana, by J. G. Amamoo. 
London, Pan Books, 2s, 6d. 


MY heart warmed towards the 27-year- 
old author of this book when I read 
that after winning his way by scholarships 
from a local missionery school to the Uni- 
versity College of Ghana, and then work- 
ing for some while as a journalist and 
school teacher, he had now come to London 
to study medicine because “my country 
now needs more doctors than writers.” 

In this he shows an awareness of the 
problems and needs of a new nation that 
is apparent all through his book, which is 
a history of the events from 1948 to 1957 
when the country which had long been 
familiar to us as the Gold Coast became 
Ghana, an independent nation within the 
British Commonwealth, 

Too many facts have been packed into 
it to make it easy or exciting reading, but 
it is informative and deeply interesting. 

T. R. D. 
They caught Aldermaston spirit 
RIPPLES from Aldermaston continue in 
the British Press, 

I have been 
impressed by 
the reaction in 
two of the re- 
ligious weeklies, 





the — Christian 

World = (April 

17) and. the 

British Weekly : 
(OAD Fil: | 2'4 yc & 

both have my 

carried very = 

fine commen- a 

taries from 


writers who have obviously captured some- 
thing of the spirit and conviction of the 


_ march, 


Newsreel 


LAST week I spent nearly two hours at 
the House of Commons’ with Pat 
Arrowsmith talking with a group of about 
12 MPs about the work of The Direct 
Action Committe Against Nuclear War, 


We met at the invitation of Fenner 
Brockway, and instead of the expected 
half-hour meeting the time wore on as we 
chatted informally on the subject of non- 
violent demonstrations. 


Tudor Watkins spoke of the impact 
of Aldermaston on some of the Welsh vil- 
lages; Ron Ledger of the deep impression 


the jacket as a 3l-year-old artist-philo- 
sopher, an Outsider and an Angry Young 
Man, That should not be permitted to 
stop you from reading it. 

The volume contains seven essays, the 
first of which provides the title, Others 
deal with Darwin, Freud and Schopenhauer 
(why is it that these three have such an 
awful fascination for amateur philoso- 
phers ?), films, the Christian Gospel and 
Death on the Roads. 

None of the subjects is dealt with at 
great length or depth, the treatment con- 
sisting rather of a number of vigorously 
expressed and generally unorthodox 
opinions, but the insight is extraordinarily 
shrewd, and the effect stimulating. The 
reader may often find himself saying: 
That’s an interesting thought; I wonder if 
there’s any truth in it. Certainly much of 
it will appeal to pacifists. 

Incidentally, the Linden Press, which pub- 
lishes the book, is run by Jon Wynne- 
Tyson, a frequent contributor to this paper. 
Tea: 





the very fine Movietone news-reel made on 
him—‘ The most sober commentary I’ve 
ever heard in my life.” 


This was our second meeting with MPs. 
At an earlier meeting before the march we 
had explained our programme to a number 
of Members. 


Local boy 


RESS cuttings about Aldermaston from 

overseas mewspapers are coming in. 
Just as the Alton Gazette told of Hamp- 
shire people taking part in the march, so 
too in the USA an Ohio newspaper por- 
trayed one of its sons standing before 
the Aldermaston banner (he was Gene 
Sharp of Peace News staff, shown speaking 
to Mrs. Anna Newton of the Hampstead 
Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament), 


In Holland there have been pictures of 
the Dutch girl who was on the march. 


It was good to find that in Canada the 
Montreal Star had led off its front page 
report with a reference to the “ Gandhi-like 
march . . . conducted with solemnity and 
dignity.” 

Powerful article 


PROFESSOR VON WEIZSACKER, who 

delivered the Burge Memorial Lecture 
last month, contributes a powerful article to 
“Christus Victor,” the Quarterly of the 
International Fellowship of Reconciliation 
(1s. from 185, Gray’s Inn Road, London, 
W.C.1). 


10s 6d. (9d.) and $s. 6d. 

10s -) and 5s. (6d.); Zip Fastener Writ- 
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and quotations); ‘Father Forgive Them” (Youth 


crucified in war). Each 9d. dozen sta: 2d.). 

Housmans, 3 Blackstock Road, onde Na oo 

eee selections of books and pamphlets supplied 
Sale or return '’ for meetings of all kinds. HOUS- 

MANS BOOKSHOP, the Peace News b 

Blackstock Rd., London, N.4, cree 


LITERATURE 
QUAKERISM. Information and literature respecti 
the Faith and Practice of the Religious Society a 
Friends, free on application to Friends’ Home Service 
Cttee., Friends’ House, Euston Rd,, London, N.W.1. 


THE RAILWAY REVIEW. The only and _ best 
informed, TU newspaper. Trade union and political 
news; Railway problems and working conditions 
featured in every issue. Every Friday, 12 pages, 


WAR AND CHRISTIANITY TODAY. is an 
authoritative statement on Roman Catholic pacifism. 
Peace News described it as ‘‘ sound Christian teach- 
ae rp id aera ean 12s. 6d., post 
ree, trom Blackfriars Publications, 34 Bloo 
St., London, W.C.1. y iciprists 


PERSONAL 


GOING ABROAD. Advocate, maintain and urge 
liberty of freedom to travel wide world without 
vaccination, etc. Enquire and send donation: 
National Anti-Vaccination Lea: e, 2nd Floor, 26-28 
Warwick Way, London, S.W.1, England. ; 
IF YOU SHOP at a Co-op please give. this number 
when making your next purchase : 
L336943 
Your dividend will then be gratefully received by the 


Secretary, PEACE NEWS, 3 BLACK 
LONDON, N.4. iui sun 


INTRODUCTIONS. 


Friendshi A 
home and overseas. nT Hodoveo ae 
S.W.11 


V.C.C., 34 Honeywell Road, 


LADIES AND GENTLEMEN, all ages, part or full 
time for world peace organisation,. Dignified work, 
on pee sil * roa : M.A.N.’s ASSO- 

, Dept. PP, 729 N. Western Ave. 
Angeles 38. California, U.S.A, See AR ee 

THE BAPTIST PACIFIST FELLOWSHIP invites 
your support. For details of membership write: Rey. 
Leslie Worsnip, .63 Loughborough Rd., Quorn, 

ter, 

WAR’ RESISTERS’ International welcomes gifts of 
foreign stamps and undamaged air mail covers. Please 
send to WRI, Park Ave., Enfield. Middlesex. 

YOUNG TEACHER, open-air life enthusiast, soon 
returning to the East, wants pen-pal interested in the 
Arab world. Box 778. i 


SITUATIONS VACANT 
ANTI-VIVISECTION Society requires male Area 
Organiser. Must be active, intelligent, and sincerely 
opposed to ae pe 2 ig Apply in writ- 
ing, giving fu particulars to The S 7 
BUAV, 47 Whitehall, $.W.1. SS 
SOCIALIST Christian 
some cooking. Box 780. 
SITUATIONS AND WORK WANTED 
BUILDERS’ GENERAL FOREMAN seeks Mid- 
lands PRRs or reer 45 years. 31 years’ experi- 
ence: i upervisor, Harry Edwards, 16 
Dryden Rd., Harden, Walsall, Staffs. . : 
eietebteltbtbblbbdleb ble iit tL LLL LETTE r ir) 
** SUMMIT TALKS 
How to make them succeed ” 
National Conference 
Holborn Assembly Rooms—May 11 
2 10 a.m.—5 p.m. 
a Speakers: Pandit C. N. Malviya and Dr. Bu hop. 
© Credentials and further details from British ¢ 
a Peace Committee: 81 City Rd., London, E.C.1," 
s or at the door. : 
JERGHOR SUH R Nee OEE RR ee 


needs Companion-help; 


Ry 


8—PEACE NEWS—May 2, 1958 


150,000 DEMONSTRATE, THEN BEGIN 


Day and night vigil in Hamburg 


PRIL CARTER, the 20-year-old student who led the vigil at Aldermaston, 
returned to London last week-end after taking part in the day-and-night 
vigil, now in its second week, outside Hamburg Town Hail. 


The vigil was set up by a Hamburg 
Group for non-violent direct action against 
nuclear war at the close of a mass demon- 
stration attended by over 150,000 people on 
April 17. The group of eight people which 
started the vigil has increased to over 100: 
workers, students, teachers, journalists, 
artists, of both sexes. 

“ Unknown people have brought choco- 
late, cigarettes, flowers and liquor to the 
vigillers,” April Carter said on her return. 

“The crowds which gathered round me 
were very surprised to learn that such 
sympathy existed between those making 
protests against nuclear weapons in 

Britain and Germany. a 

“The German Group organising the vigil 
told me they had not expected such a sign 
of solidarity and all of them were over- 
whelmed by this warm gesture on the part 
of the Aldermaston marchers who sent me 
to Hamburg.” 

Two Japanese citizens from Hiroshima 
have also taken part in the vigil and also 
members of the American team en route to 
Moscow to appeal to the Russian people to 


give up the manufacture of nuclear 
weapons. A Finn has_ been another 
vigiller. 


THE VIGIL DIARY 

The vigillers, who take two-hour shifts, 
display a poster with the words “ He who 
uses the A-bomb shall perish by the A- 
bomb,” wear white arm bands, and enter 
the comments of passers-by into a “ vigil 
diary.” 

Here are some extracts: 

“We had talks with several men and 
women who demand not only the stopping 
of tests, but total disarmament.” 

“We got some more cigarettes.” : 

“Had a talk with a student from India 
and another person, both asking us about 
the non-violent action group. They were 
very glad to hear that we are an inde- 
pendent group and not guided by the 
Socialists.” ° 

Hans Konrad Tempel, one of the organ- 
isers, told Peace News that his group “ want 
to wake up the conscience of the public— 
to show that ordinary people take action 


ss against preparations for nuclear war.” 


The following statement to the Press was 
made on behalf of the vigil: 

We are firmly convinced that the call of 
the hour is resistance, active, determined 
non-violent resistance, and we_ therefore 
declare in the name of the Non-violent 
Action Group that for us the biggest pur- 
pose of a democracy is not a parliamentary 
majority, but the rights of individual con- 
science. 

So long as we have wise leadership we 
are willing to obey authority. But when it 
is a matter of life and death we must 
follow conscience alone. At this moment, 
like countless people throughout the world, 
we feel compelled to resist. 

May each one, before condemning us, 
decide whether he is not also willing to 
take similar sacrificial action to save the 
peace. 





Youth Action Group for London 


MEETING will take place at Peace 

News office (3 Blackstock Road, Fins- 
bury Park, N.4) next Wednesday evening, 
May 7, at 7 p.m., to discuss the setting up 
of a youth action group for the London and 
Home Counties area. It is proposed that 
the new group should meet there every 
Wednesday evening to exchange ideas and 
discuss plans and projects, Students and 
young people are: particularly invited to 
attend. 





ALDERMASTON MARCHERS 
OUT AGAIN ON JUNE 8 


TINHE Direct Action Committee Against 

Nucilear War, which initiated the 
Aldermaston March, is planning a march 
on London for June 8. 

From about six points ten miles from 
London marches will assemble in the morn- 
ing, meeting at a central point in the late 
afternoon. 

Supporting marches and mobile columns 
will be asked to come to the assembly 
points which it is expected will be an- 
nounced next week, the organiser, Miss Pat 


Arrowsmiih, told Peace News jon Tuesday. 


By Sybil Morrison 





Watchword for peace 


Intent on victory over the Axis Powers, Britain and America had laid no suffi- 


cient plans for the fate and future of occupied Europe. 


We had gone to war 


in defence not only of the independence of smaller countries, but to proclaim 
and endorse the individual rights and freedoms on which this greater morality 


is based... . 


When all had been said and done, .and after the long agonies 


and efforts of the Second World War, it seemed that half Europe had merely 


exchanged one despot for another.—Sir Winston Churchill. 
Daily Telegraph, April 22, 1958. 


script to his Memoirs. 





GIR WINSTON CHURCHILL’S dis- 

covery, so bitterly belated, that 
the second world war failed to defeat 
the tyranny of totalitarianism, might 
still have pointed the way to a new 
future if the obvious lesson had been 
learned; of that, however, there is no 
sign. 

He makes it clear, that though he no 
longer holds the reins of office, he fully 
supports the present policy of nuclear 
parity, and writes of it as though it were 
some magic formula for defeating evil. 

Nevertheless, nothing could be clearer 
than his own admission, that on account of 
an obsession for securing “ unconditional 
surrender” from the enemy, no considera- 
tion at all was given to the destiny of the 
occupied countries, for whose freedom the 
war was alleged to have been fought. 

The expediency of embracing, as faith- 
ful allies and brother-in-arms, a country 
whose régime the so-called “free world” 
had not only deplored, but reviled, for 
more than a generation, is not questioned or 
regretted; it was tolerated as one of the 
necessities of war, and therefore accepted 
as essential. 

That “all is fair’ in war is a principle 
laid down simply because, in the last 
resort, victory at all, or any, cost is the 
only objective; questions of fairness or 
justice do not, in fact, arise. 


* 


If the man who was mainly responsible 
for the ill-begotten and utterly empty 
“unconditional surrender” policy, can now 
admit to its complete failure to achieve its 
aim; if the bitter knowledge of millions 
dead and mutilated, of enslavement and 
cruelty still rife in Europe, has no power 
to militate against the policies which might 
involve the human race in complete an- 
nihilation, there is no good reason for 
supposing that any wiser counsels will pre- 
vail in any future crisis, 


Extract from Post- 





The weapons are different; the conse- 
quences of using them more wholesale and 
irretrievable, but the considerations which 
actuate the foreign policy of this country 
remain unchanged. It would seem that no 
lesson has been learned. 


Churchill speaks with portentous words 
which are yet hollow in their haunted rever- 
berations. He declares we went to war in 
defence of the independence of smaller 
countries, and yet, while those countries 
were invaded and despoiled, not only by 
the enemy but also by the “liberating ” 
forces, it is admitted that no consideration 
for their future entered into the councils 
of the statesmen responsible for conduct- 
ing the war. 


* 


It is, apparently, not remembered, that 
there were, in fact, a few voices raised in 
denunciation of the “unconditional sur- . 
render” policy, voices that begged for at 
least some statement of terms on which an 
armistice might be negotiated. 


The deaf ear which was turned to those 
urgent voices remained resolutely turned 
against the Japanese request for a discus- 
sion of terms, even when the lesson of 
Europe was already becoming apparent. 
The blood-lust of victorious armies 
drummed out the sound of conscience and 
reason, and so it was that the atom bomb 
was used, and the monstrous crater exca- 
vated for the foundation of the nuclear 
weapon age. 

Reliance upon the method of war de- 
mands that there should be deafness to the 
call of conscience, and blindness to the 
vision of moral principles. Victory is the 
watchword for war; any means must be 
used to that end, and the aftermath is left 
to chance. 


If the world is to know peace, and the 
human race be saved to enjoy it, the watch- 
word must be “ War—We Say No”, and 


the aftermath must be considered, planned, 
fin De ra a iT ei eli el lee 











Here are some extracts: 

“We had talks with several men and 
women who demand not only the stopping 
of tests, but total disarmament.” 

“We got some more cigarettes.” : 

“Had a talk with a student from India 
and another person, both asking us about 
the non-violent action group. They were 
very glad to hear that we are an inde- 
pendent group and not guided by the 
Socialists.” ° 

Hans Konrad Tempel, one of the organ- 
isers, told Peace News that his group “ want 
to wake up the conscience of the public— 
to show that ordinary people take action 
against preparations for nuclear war. 


ALDERMASTON MARCHERS 
OUT AGAIN ON JUNE 8 


HE Direct Action Committee Against 

Nucilear War, which initiated the 
Aldermaston March, is planning a march 
on London for June 8. 

From about six points ten miles from 
London marches will assemble in the morn- 
ing, meeting at a central point in the late 
afternoon. 

Supporting marches and mobile columns 
will be asked to come to the assembly 
points which it is expected will be an- 
nounced next week, the organiser, Miss Pat 
Arrowsmiih, told Peace News on Tuesday. 


TUSUIL, VISiVEy Bb Bis, VR SHY wees Ne US 
only objective; questions of fairness or 
justice do not, in fact, arise. 


* 


If the man who was mainly responsible 
for the ill-begotten and utterly empty 
“unconditional surrender ” policy, can now 
admit to its complete failure to achieve its 
aim; if the bitter knowledge of millions 
dead and mutilated, of enslavement and 
cruelty still rife in Europe, has no power 
to militate against the policies which might 
involve the human race in complete an- 
nihilation, there is no good reason for 
supposing that any wiser counsels will pre- 
vail in any future crisis. 








EMRYS HUGHES, 


@ FROM PAGE ONE 


and it has no H-bombs. Would a Labour 

Government in Britain not have as much 

courage as the Government of Norway ? 

After all that Labour’s Front Bench 
leaders have said in opposition in protest 
against American bombers flying with H- 
bombs, would it, if returned to office, pipe 
down and acquiesce in operations which 
Mr. Bevan has called “near war” ? 


Allies and enemies 


At the London Conference he went on 
to say: 

“Those who desire that Great Britain 
should have no allies and only Russia 
should have allies are enemies of Great 
Britain, and not only that, they are enemies 
of the working-class movement.” 

The view that Russia should retain her 
allies and her H-bombs while we dis- 
pensed with ours has never been ex- 
pressed as far as I know by any of those 
of us in the Labour Party who advocate 
unilateral disarmament. What we have 
argued is that both NATO and the War- 
saw Pact should be ended, and _ that 
Britain’s renunciation of the H-bomb 
would be the way to the relaxation of 
international tension which would bring 
that about, 

The theory that the future of the work- 
ing-class movement depends on our alli- 
ances and our H-bombs, and the continua- 
tion of the arms race which this implies, is 
a curious one, 


Mr. Bevan is out to stop the supply of 
nuclear weapons to Germany. Is that 
going to destroy the German working- 
class movement ? 


Mr. Bevan is out for the disengagement 
of Germany, which in effect means a 


M.P., ON BEVAN 


neutral Germany without allies. Are the 
German Social Democrats and the German 
trade unionists, who are opposed to Ger- 
many having H-bombs and want no nuclear 
weapons and don’t want to see Germany 
in NATO, enemies of the working-class 
movement too ? 

Mr. Bevan added: “If you repudiate the 
H-bomb on moral grounds you cannot 
shelter behind anybody else’s H-bomb.” If 
Mr, Bevan believes that the American H- 
bombs constitute “a shelter,” why is he so 
indignant at Question Time in the House 
of Commons. at the very thought of the 
Americans rehearsing their “shelter opera- 
tions ” over Britain ? 


The bomb as a shelter 


Mr, Bevan thinks that if we ended our 
alliances “the Russians would laugh at us 
and have no respect for us at all.” 

There is not the slightest reason for believ- 
ing that the Russians would treat a Britain 
that decided on a major change in foreign 
policy with anything but respect. Even Mr. 
Selwyn Lloyd has admitted that Russia 
keeps the precise agreements she enters 
into, 

Would Russia not enter into a precise 
agreement not to bomb a Britain that had 
indicated quite precisely that it was not 
going to be the base for nuclear war against 
the USSR ? 

Is not this precisely what Mr, Mikoyan 
has just promised Germany ? 


“Tf you take that line” (which is cer- 


tainly not the line of those who advocate ° 


unilateral disarmament), Mr. Bevan went 
on, “I do not believe you represent any 
other than a microscopical portion of the 
British working-class movement, and I am 
not to be influenced by a few voices of 
that sort.” 


AND THE BOMB 


Mr. Bevan should study the Gallup 
Polls. 


And why is he so cocksure that there 
is an overwhelming majority in this 
country against the complete banning of 
the H-bomb ? 


Does it make sense ? 


He should read a speech made by the 
Front Bench spokesman of the Labour 
Party in the debate in the House of Com- 
mons on July 23 last year, 


He said: 


“This debate, I am afraid, will be re- 
garded by many people outside as being 
somewhat unreal. Ordinary men and 
women are becoming impatient of all of 
us when we are dealing with this pro- 
blem. The fact is—let us face it—that 
most of the speeches that are made on 
both sides of the committee on this sub- 
ject make no sense at all to ordinary men 
and women. We may engage in a great 
deal of virtuosity and make recondite 
speeches about the influence of mutual 
fear, but the fact is that the ends which 
are served by national defence and the 
means adopted for defence are so far 
apart from each other today as to add 
up to no sense at all. No one believes 
that weapons which are weapons of 
mutual suicide are any longer means of 
national self-defence. We can talk about 
the subject as much as we like, but that 
is how the ordinary man and woman 
looks at it, and that is true of the Con- 
iservative rank and file as well as of the 
Socialist rank and file. It just makes no 
sense.” 

And who was the orator? Mr, Aneurin 
Bevan. And doesn’t that apply to the kind 
of speech that he delivered to the London 
Labour Party Conference ? 


reason, and so it was that the atom bomb 
was used, and the monstrous crater exca- 
vated for the foundation of the nuclear 
weapon age. 

Reliance upon the method of war de- 
mands that there should be deafness to the 
call of conscience, and blindness to the 
vision of moral principles. Victory is the 
watchword for war; any means must be 
used to that end, and the aftermath is left 
to chance. 

If the world is to know peace, and the 
human race be saved to enjoy it, the watch- 
word must be “ War—We Say No”, and 
the aftermath must be considered, planned, 
and accepted. Nothing less will do. 





Act if Golden Rule 


is arrested 


HE crew of the 30-foot ketch, “The 

Golden Rule,” crossing the Pacific 
from California to Eniwetok to try to pre- 
vent the forthcoming US nuclear tests, is 
expected to be arrested. 


The Executive Committee of Non-Violent 
Action Against Nuclear Weapons (Philadel- 
phia), which has sponsored The Golden 
Rule, has appealed. to all whe share this 
same deep sense of fellowship and commit- 
ment with the crew to take appropriate 
action ‘if The Golden Rule is seized and 
the crew jailed. 

In London a 24-hour vigil, organised by 
the Direct Action Committee Against 
Nuclear War, will take place outside the 
US, Embassy as soon as it is known that 
the \crew has been arrested. 





Hour with Bevan and Gaitskell 


JYVE representatives of the Aldermaston 
marchers spent an hour at the House 
of Commons last week with Mr, Gaitskell, 
Mr, Bevan and Mr. Morgan Phillips at a 
meeting arranged at the request of the 
Direct Action Committee Against Nuclear 
War. 
_ The marchers’ representatives, introduced 
by Mr, Frank Allaun, MP, were Dr. Soper, 
Rey. Michael Scott, Dr. Alex Comfort, Miss 
Pat Arrowsmith and Mrs, Sheila Jones, 
They told the Labour leaders that they 
supported the Party’s policy of suspension 
of tests. But they went further, urging the 
ending of tests and of the manufacturing of 
nuclear weapons, : 
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